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Presidential Documents 


Title 3—THE PRESIDENT 

Proclamation 3405 
LAW DAY, U.S.A., 1961 
By the President of the United States 
of America 
A Proclamation 

WHEREAS no nation can remain free 
unless its people cherish their freedoms, 
understand the responsibilities they en¬ 
tail, and nurture the will to preserve 
them; and 

WHEREAS law is the strongest link 
between man and freedom, and by 
strengthening the rule of law we 
strengthen freedom and justice in our 
own country and contribute by example 
to the goal of justice under law for all 
mankind; and 

WHEREAS the Congress of the United 
States, by a joint resolution approved 
April 7, 1961, has designated the first 


day of May of each year as Law Day, 
U.S.A., and has requested the President 
to issue a proclamation calling for ap¬ 
propriate observance of that day; and 

WHEREAS the objectives of Law Day, 
U.S.A., are to urge Americans to rededi¬ 
cate themselves to the ideals of equality 
and justice under law in their relations 
with each other and with other nations; 
to cultivate that respect for law which 
is vital in a democratic society; and to 
foster a full understanding and appre¬ 
ciation of our liberties and of the legal 
and judicial institutions which protect 
them: 

NOW, THEREFORE, I, JOHN F. 
KENNEDY, President of the United 
States of America, do hereby urge the 
people of the United States to observe 
Monday, May 1, 1961, as Law Day, 
U.S.A., with suitable ceremonies. I 
especially urge that public bodies, edu¬ 
cational institutions, the legal profes¬ 
sion, civic and service organizations, and 
the media of information take the lead 


in sponsoring and participating in edu¬ 
cational undertakings and other appro¬ 
priate means to give effect to the 
objectives of this national observance. 

I also call upon public officials to cause 
the flag of the United States to be dis¬ 
played on all government buildings on 
that day. 

IN WITNESS WHEREOF, I have here¬ 
unto set my hand and caused the Seal 
of the United States of America to be 
affixed. 

DONE at the City of Washington this 
seventh day of April in the year of our 
Lord nineteen hundred and 
[seal] sixty-one, and of the Inde¬ 
pendence of the United States 
of America the one hundred and eighty- 
fifth. 

John F. Kennedy 

By the President: 

Dean Rusk, 

Secretary of State. 

[F.R. Doc. 61-3361; Filed, Apr. 11, 1961; 

10:29 a.m.] 
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Rules and Regulations 


t 


Title 5—ADMINISTRATIVE 
PERSONNEL 

Chapter I—Civil Service Commission 

PART 6—EXCEPTIONS FROM THE 
COMPETITIVE SERVICE 


Title 6—AGRICULTURAL 
CREDIT 

Chapter IV—Commodity Stabilization 
Service and Commodity Credit Cor¬ 
poration, Department of Agriculture 

PART 464—TOBACCO 


125, 70 Stat. 198, 7 U.S.C. 1813; Pub Law 
86-80, 73 Stat. 178) 


5, 


Signed at Washington, D.C., on April 
1961. 

E. A. Jaenke, 

Acting Executive Vice President, 
Commodity Credit Corporation. 


[F.R. Doc. 61-3240; Filed, Apr. 11, 1961; 
8:47 a.m.] 


Department of State 

Effective upon publication in the Fed¬ 
eral Register, paragraph (a) (24) of 
§ 6.302, having expired by its own terms, 
is revoked. 

(R.S. 1753, sec. 2, 22 Stat. 403, as amended; 5 
U.S.C. 631, 633) 

United States Civil Serv¬ 
ice Commission, 

[seal] Mary V. Wenzel, 

Executive Assistant to 
the Commissioners. 

[F.R. Doc. 61-3265; Filed, Apr. 11, 1961; 
8:50 a.m.] 


PART 6—EXCEPTIONS FROM THE 
COMPETITIVE SERVICE 

Department of Defense; Civilian- 
Military Liaison Committee 

1. Effective upon publication in the 
Federal Register, subparagraphs (3), 
(6), (8), (17), (20), (22), (25), and (28) 
of paragraph (a) of § 6.304 are revoked, 
and subparagraphs (1), (11), and (13) 
of paragraph (a) are amended as set out 
below. 

§ 6.304 Department of Defense. 

(a) Office of the Secretary. (1) One 
special assistant and two private secre¬ 
taries to the Secretary of Defense. 
***** 

(11) One confidential assistant to the 
Assistant Secretary of Defense (Interna¬ 
tional Security Affairs). 

***** 

(13) The Defense Advisor to USRO in 
Paris, France. 

§ 6.365 [Revocation] 

2. Effective upon publication in the 
Federal Register, the headnote and 
paragraph (a) of § 6.365 are revoked. 

(R.S. 1753, sec. 2, 22 Stat. 403, as amended; 5 
U.S.C. 631, 633) 

United States Civil Serv¬ 
ice Commission, 

[seal] Mary V. Wenzel, 

Executive Assistant to 
the Commissioners. 

[F.R. Doc. 61-3266; Filed, Apr. 11, 1961; 
8:50 a.m.] 


Subpart—1960 Tobacco Loan 
Program 

Maryland Tobacco; Schedule of 
Advance Rates 

Set forth below is a schedule of ad¬ 
vance rates, by grades, for the 1960 crop 
of type 32, Maryland tobacco, under the 
tobacco loan program formulated by 
Commodity Credit Corporation and 
Commodity Stabilization Service, pub¬ 
lished July 6, 1960 (25 F.R. 6323). 

§ 464.1251 1960 crop; Maryland to¬ 

bacco, Type 32, advance schedule. 1 

[Dollars per hundred pounds, farm sales weight] 


Grade 

Ad¬ 

vance 

rate 

Grade 

Ad¬ 

vance 

rate 

Grade 

Ad¬ 

vance 

rate 

BlF 

76.12 

T4K 

29.12 

X1F 

73.12 

B2F 

74.12 

T5K 

23.12 

X2F 

69.12 

B3F 

70.12 

T4G 

25.12 

X3F 

64.12 

B4F 

66.12 

T5G 

23.12 

X4F 

53.12 

B5F 

55.12 

ClL 

81.12 

X5F 

38.12 

B1R 

60.12 

C2L 

79.12 

X3R 

53.12 

B2R 

55.12 

C3L 

74.12 

X4R 

40.12 

B3R 

48.12 

C4L 

68.12 

X5R 

28.12 

B4R 

38.12 

C5L 

62.12 

X3V 

51.12 

B5R 

29.12 

C1F 

82.12 

X4V 

38.12 

B3V 

52.12 

C2F 

80.12 

X5V 

28.12 

B4V 

43.12 

C3F 

75.12 

X3K 

43.11 

B5V 

30.12 

C4F 

72.12 

X4K 

34.12 

B3D 

31.12 

C5F 

66.12 

X5K 

25.12 

B4D 

26.12 

C3R 

70.12 

X4D 

27.12 

B5D 

24.12 

C4R 

65.12 

X5D 

23.12 

B3K 

39.12 

C5R 

51.12 

X4G 

25.12 

B4K 

36.12 

C3V 

66.12 

X5G 

23.12 

B5K 

28.12 

C4V 

55.12 

P3L 

47.12 

B3G 

29. 12 

C5V 

38.12 

P4L 

37.12 

B4G 

25.12 

C4D 

39.12 

P5L 

24.12 

Bf.G 

23.12 

C5D 

29.12 

P3F 

47.12 

T3F 

61.12 

C3K 

50.12 

P4F 

37.12 

T4F 

53.12 

C4K 

45.12 

P5F 

24.12 

T5F 

38.12 

C5K 

35.12 

P4R 

27.12 

T3R 

41.12 

C4G 

32.12 

P5R 

23.12 

T4R 

34.12 

C5G 

25.12 

NIL 

21.12 

T5R 

25.12 

X1L 

73.12 

N1R 

22.12 

T4V 

34.12 

X2L 

69.12 

NlF 

22.12 

T5V 

25.12 

X3L 

64.12 

NIG 

22.12 

T4I) 

25.12 

X4L 

52.12 



T5D 

2J. 12 

X5L 

37.12 




(Sec. 4, 62 Stat. 1070, as amended; 15 U.S.C. 
714b. Interpret or apply sec. 5, 62 Stat. 1072, 
secs. 106, 401, 403, 63 Stat. 1054, 74 Stat. 6; 
15 U.S.C. 714c, 7 U.S.C. 1445, 1421, 1423; sec. 


1 The advance rate for each grade of any 
tobacco classified as type 32b will be 75 per¬ 
cent, rounded to the nearest dollar, of the 
rate designated for such grade of regular 
type 32 tobacco. Tobacco graded N2 (second 
quality nondescript), scrap, or No-O (no 
grade) will not be accepted. Only the orig¬ 
inal producer is eligible to receive advances. 
The cooperative associations through which 
price support is made available are author¬ 
ized to deduct from the amount paid to 
growers 12 cents per hundred pounds to ap¬ 
ply against overhead costs. 


Title 7—AGRICULTURE 


Chapter IX—Agricultural Marketing 
Service (Marketing Agreements and 
Orders), Department of Agriculture 

[Milk Order 116] 


PART 

1016—MILK IN THE NORTH- 

EASTERN WISCONSIN MARKETING 

AREA 

Order Amending Order 

Sec. 

1016.0 

Findings and determinations. 

Definitions 

1016.1 

Act. 

1016.2 

Secretary. 

1016.3 

USDA. 

1016.4 

Person. 

1016.5 

Cooperative association. 

1016.6 

Northeastern Wisconsin marketing 
area. 

1016.7 

Producer. 

1016.8 

Pool plant. 

1016.9 

Handler. 

1016.10 

Producer-handler. 

1016.11 

Producer milk. 

1016.12 

Fluid milk product. 

1016.13 

Other source milk. 

1016.14 

Route. 

1016.15 

Base milk. 

1016.16 

Excess milk. 

Market Administrator 

1016.20 

Designation. 

1016.21 

Powers. 

1016.22 

Duties. 

Reports, Records and Facilities 

1016.30 

Monthly reports of receipts and 
utilization. 

1016.31 

Payroll reports. 

1016.32 

Producer-handler reports. 

1016.33 

Exempt handler reports. 

1016.34 

Records and facilities. 

1016.35 

Retention of records. 

Classification 

1016.40 

Skim milk and butterfat to he 
classified. 

1016.41 

Classes of utilization. 

1016.42 

Shrinkage. 


1016.43 

1016.44 

1016.45 

1016.46 

1016.47 

1016.48 


Transfers. 

Responsibility of handlers. ^ 
Computation of skim m 
butterfat in each class. 
Allocation of butterfat classified. 
Allocation of skim milk classified^ 


Minimum Prices 

1016.50 Basic formula price. 

1016.51 Class I milk price. 
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1016 52 Class II milk price. 

1016.53 Class III milk price. 

1016 54 Handler butterfat differential. 
1016155 Equivalent price provision. 

Handler’s Obligation and Uniform Price 

1016.60 Computation of value of producer 

milk. 

1016.61 Computation of aggregate value 

used to determine uniform price. 

1016.62 Computation of uniform price. 

1016.63 Computation of uniform price for 

base milk and excess milk. 

1016.64 Producer butterfat differential. 

1016.65 Producer location adjustments. 

1016.66 Notification. 

Payment for Milk 

1016.70 Time and method of payment. 

1016.71 Producer-equalization fund. 

1016.72 Payments to the producer-equali¬ 

zation fund. 

1016.73 Payments out of the producer- 

equalization fund. 

1016.74 Expense of administration. 

1016.75 Marketing services. 

1016.76 Errors in payment. 

1016.77 Overdue accounts. 

1016.78 Termination of obligations. 

Application of Provisions 

1016.80 Producer-handler exemption. 

1016.81 Exempt handler. 

1016.82 Handlers subject to other Federal 

orders. 

1016.83 Handlers operating a nonpool dis¬ 

tributing plant. 

Determination of Base 

1016.85 Base. 

1016.86 Base rules. 

1016.87 Announcement of established 

bases. 


Effective Time, Suspension or Termination 

1016.90 Effective time. 

1016.91 Suspension or termination. 

1016.92 Continuing obligation. 

1016.93 Liquidation. 

Miscellaneous Provisions 


1016.100 Agents. 

1016.101 Separability of provisions. 

Authority: §§1016.0 to 1016.101 issued 
under secs. 1-19, 48 Stat. 31, as amended; 
7 U.S.C. 601-674. 

§ 1016.0 Findings and determinations. 

The findings and determinations here¬ 
inafter set forth are supplementary and 
m addition to the findings and determi¬ 
nations previously made in connection 
with the issuance of the aforesaid order 
and of the previously issued amendments 
thereto; and all of said previous findings 
and determinations are hereby ratified 
and affirmed, except insofar as such find¬ 
ings and determinations may be in con¬ 
flict with the findings and determina¬ 
tions set forth herein. 

(a) Findings upon the basis of the 
earing record. Pursuant to the pro¬ 
visions of the Agricultural Marketing 
Act of 1937, as amended (7 
niioe ♦ et . seq - ) » and the applicable 
irify ^ 0f f practice . and Procedure govern- 
mLto f( l rmula tion of marketing agree- 
ents and marketing orders (7 CFR Part 
cprt a public hearing was held upon 
tentnfhr proposed amendments to the 
thenr/ 6 marke tmg agreement and to 
in thp m r ?F ulating the handling of milk 
ine ;n’pa Nor i? eastern Wisc onsin market- 
introdnr>’pH U ? 0n the basis of the evidence 

ord therpnf a ^ S ^ Ch hearin S and the rec- 
a thereof, it is found that: 


(1) The said order as hereby amended, 
and all of the terms and conditions 
thereof, will tend to effectuate the de¬ 
clared policy of the Act; 

(2) The parity prices of milk, as de¬ 
termined pursuant to section 2 of the 
Act, are not reasonable in view of the 
price of feeds, available supplies of feeds, 
and other economic conditions which af¬ 
fect market supply and demand for milk 
in the said marketing area, and the min¬ 
imum prices specified in the order as 
hereby amended, are such prices as will 
reflect the aforesaid factors, insure a 
sufficient quantity of pure and whole¬ 
some milk, and be in the public interest; 

(3) The said order as hereby amend¬ 
ed, regulates the handling of milk in the 
same manner as, and is applicable only 
to persons in the respective classes of 
industrial or commercial activity speci¬ 
fied in, a marketing agreement upon 
which a hearing has been held. 

(b) Additional findings . It is neces¬ 
sary in the public interest to make this 
order amending the order effective not 
later than May 1, 1961. Any delay be¬ 
yond that, date would tend to disrupt the 
orderly marketing of milk in the market¬ 
ing area. 

The provisions of the said order are 
known to handlers. The recommended 
decision of the Deputy Administrator 
of the Agricultural Marketing Service 
was issued January 9, 1961 and the deci¬ 
sion of the Acting Secretary containing 
all amendment provisions of this order, 
was issued March 6 , 1961. The changes 
effected by this order will not require 
extensive preparation or substantial 
alteration in method of operation for 
handlers. In view of the foregoing, it 
is hereby found and determined that 
good cause exists for making this order 
amending the order effective May 1, 
1961, and that it would be contrary 
to the public interest to delay the effec¬ 
tive date of this order for 30 days after 
its publication in the Federal Register. 
(Sec. 4(c), Administrative Procedure 
Act, 5U.S.C. 1001-1011.) 

(c) Determinations. It is hereby de¬ 
termined that: 

(1) The refusal or failure of handlers 
(excluding cooperative associations spec¬ 
ified in section 8 c (9) of the Act) of more 
than 50 percent of the milk, which is 
marketed within the marketing area, 
to sign a proposed marketing agree¬ 
ment, tends to prevent the effectuation 
of the declared policy of the Act; 

(2) The issuance of this order, amend¬ 
ing the order, is the only practical means 
pursuant to the declared policy of the 
Act of advancing the interests of pro¬ 
ducers as defined in the order as herein 
amended; and 

(3) The issuance of the order amend¬ 
ing the order is approved or favored by 
at least two-thirds of the producers who 
during the determined representative 
period were engaged in the production 
of milk for sale in the marketing area. 

Order relative to handling. It is 
therefore ordered , That on and and after 
the effective date hereof, the handling 
of milk in the Northeastern Wisconsin 
marketing area shall be in conformity to 
and in compliance with the terms and 
conditions of the aforesaid order, as 


hereby amended, and the aforesaid order 
is hereby amended as follows: 

Definitions 


§ 1016.1 Act. 

“Act” means Public Act No. 10, 73d 
Congress as amended, and as reenacted 
and amended by the Agricultural Mar¬ 
keting Agreement Act of 1937, as 
amended (7 U.S.C. 601 et seq.). 

§ 1016.2 Secretary. 

“Secretary” means the Secretary of 
Agriculture of the United States or any 
other officer or employee of the United 
States authorized to exercise the powers 
or to perform the duties of the Secretary 
of Agriculture. 

§ 1016.3 USDA. 

“USDA” means the United States De¬ 
partment of Agriculture. 

§ 1016.4 Person. 

“Person” means any individual, part¬ 
nership, corporation, association, or any 
other business unit. 

§ 1016.5 Cooperative association. 

“Cooperative association” means any 
cooperative marketing association of 
producers which the Secretary deter¬ 
mines after application by the associa¬ 
tion is qualified under provisions of the 
act of Congress of February 18, 1922, 
as amended, known as the “Capper- 
Volstead Act.” 

§ 1016.6 Northeastern Wisconsin mar¬ 
keting area. 

The Northeastern Wisconsin market¬ 
ing area, hereinafter referred to as the 
“marketing area”, means all territory 
within (a) the counties of Brown, Calu¬ 
met, Kewaunee, Langlade, Lincoln, 
Manitowoc, Oneida, Outagamie, Portage, 
Shawano (exclusive of the Menominee 
Indian Reservation), Sheboygan, Vilas, 
Waupaca and Winnebago, all in Wiscon¬ 
sin, including all towns, villages and 
cities; (b) the County of Fond du Lac, 
Wisconsin, exclusive of the towns of Alto, 
Ashford, Auburn, Byron, Eden, Oakfield, 
Osceola and Waupun, the villages of 
Campbellsport, Eden and Oakfield, and 
the city of Waupun; (c) the city of 
Sturgeon Bay in Door County, Wiscon¬ 
sin; (d) the towns of Bergen, Berlin, 
Bevent, Easton, Elderon, Franzen, Guen¬ 
ther, Harrison, Hewitt, Knowlton, Kron- 
enwetter, Maine, Marathon, Mosinee, 
Norrie, Plover, Reid, Rib Mountain, 
Ringle, Stettin, Texas, Wausau and 
Weston, the villages of Brokaw, Elderon, 
Hatley, Marathon and Rothschild, and 
the cities of Mosinee, Schofield and 
Wausau, all in Marathon County, Wis¬ 
consin; (e) Forest County and Oconto 
County (exclusive of the Menominee 
Indian Reservation), Wisconsin; and (f) 
the towns of Cranmoor, Grand Rapids, 
Port Edwards, Rudolph, Saratoga and 
Seneca, the villages of Biron and Port 
Edwards, and the cities of Nekoosa and 
Wisconsin Rapids in Wood County, 
Wisconsin. 

§ 1016.7 Producer. 

“Producer” means a person, other than 
a producer-handler, who produces Grade 
A milk in conformity with the sanita- 
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tion requirements of any duly constituted 
Federal, state, county, or municipal au¬ 
thority, whose milk is received at a pool 
plant. 

§ 1016.8 Pool plant. 

“Pool plant” means any milk plant ap¬ 
proved by a duly constituted authority 
for the handling of milk to be labeled 
Grade A, except as provided in §§ 1016.- 
80, 1016.81 and 1016.82: 

(a) At which milk is processed or 
packaged and from which during the 
month: 

(1) Disposition on routes in the 
marketing area of fluid milk products 
labeled Grade A is 20 percent or more 
of receipts of Grade A milk from dairy 
farmers, and 

(2) Total disposition on routes of 
fluid milk products labeled Grade A is 
50 percent or more of receipts of Grade A 
milk from dairy farmers and other milk 
plants; or 

(b) At which milk eligible for distri¬ 
bution as Grade A milk is received from 
dairy farmers and from which during 
the month 50 percent or more of such 
receipts is moved to a plant described 
in paragraph (a) of this section. Any 
such receiving plant that was a pool 
plant during each of the months of 
July through November immediately 
preceding shall be a pool plant for the 
months of December through June un¬ 
less written request to the contrary is 
filed with the market administrator on 
or before the first day of any such 
month. 

§ 1016.9 Handler. 

“Handler” means (a) the operator of 
a pool plant in his capacity as such; (b) 
the operator of any other plant from 
which fluid milk products labeled Grade 
A are disposed of during the month on 
routes in the marketing area; or (c) a 
cooperative association with respect to 
milk of producers diverted for the ac¬ 
count of such association from a pool 
plant to a nonpool plant. 

§ 1016.10 Producer-handler. 

“Producer-handler” means a dairy 
farmer who distributes fluid milk prod¬ 
ucts on a route in the marketing area, 
but receives no fluid milk products dur¬ 
ing the month except his own production 
or by transfer from pool plants. 

§ 1016.11 Producer milk. 

“Producer milk” means the skim milk 
and butterfat contained in milk received 
at a pool plant directly from producers: 
Provided, That milk diverted from a 
pool plant to nonpool plants shall be 
deemed to have been received by the 
diverting handler at the plant from 
which diverted: And provided further, 
That in any of the months of July 
through November, the quantity of milk 
of any producer which is diverted from 
pool plants to nonpool plants that is 
greater than the quantity delivered to 
pool plants shall not be deemed to have 
been received by the diverting handler 
at the plant from which diverted and 
shall not be producer milk. 


§ 1016.12 Fluid milk product. 


§ 1016.22 Duties. 


“Fluid milk product” means milk, 
skim milk, flavored milk, flavored milk 
drinks, buttermilk, half and half and 
cream (sweet or sour). 

§ 1016.13 Other source milk. 

“Other source milk” means all skim 
milk and butterfat contained in or repre¬ 
sented by: 

(a) Receipts during the month of fluid 
milk products except receipts from other 
pool plants or producer milk; and 

(b) Products, other than fluid milk 
products, from any source (including 
those produced at the pool plant) which 
are reprocessed or converted to another 
product in the pool plant during the 
month. 

§ 1016.14 Route. x 

“Route” means a delivery (including 
delivery by a vendor or sale from a plant 
or plant store) of any fluid milk product, 
other than a delivery to any milk proc¬ 
essing plant. 

§ 1016.15 Base milk. 

“Base milk” means producer milk dur¬ 
ing each of the months of March, April, 
May and June which is not in excess 
of such producer’s base multiplied by 
the number of days of production that 
such milk was received at pool plants 
in such month: Provided, That base milk 
shall not include milk received from a 
farm from which milk is delivered in 
the same month to a plant at which it 
is subject to the pricing and classifica¬ 
tion provisions of another order issued 
pursuant to the Act: And provided fur¬ 
ther, That all producer milk during each 
of the months from the effective date 
hereof through June 1961 shall be base 
milk. 

§ 1016.16 Excess milk. 

“Excess milk” means milk received at 
pool plants from a producer during each 
of the months of March, April, May and 
June which is in excess of the base milk 
received from such producer during such 
month. 


Market Administrator 
§ 1016.20 Designation. 

The agency for the administration of 
this part shall be a market administra¬ 
tor, selected by the Secretary, who shall 
be entitled to such compensation as may 
be determined by, and shall be subject 
to removal by the Secretary. 

§ 1016.21 Powers. 

The market administrator shall have 
the following powers with respect to this 
part: 

(a) To administer its terms and pro¬ 
visions ; 

(b) To receive, investigate and re¬ 
port to the Secretary complaints of 
violations; 

(c) To make rules and regulations to 
effectuate its terms and provisions; and 

(d) To recommend amendments to 
the Secretary. 


The market administrator shall per¬ 
form all duties necessary to administer 
the terms and provisions of this part, 
including, but not limited to the 
following: 

(a) Within 30 days following the date 
on which he enters upon his duties, exe¬ 
cute and deliver to the Secretary a bond, 
effective as of the date on which he 
enters upon such duties and conditioned 
upon the faithful performance of such 
duties, in an amount and with surety 
thereon satisfactory to the Secretary; 

(b) Obtain a bond in a reasonable 
amount and with reasonable surety 
thereon covering each employee who 
handles funds entrusted to the market 
administrator; 

(c) Employ and fix the compensation 
of such persons as may be necessary to 
enable him to administer its terms and 
provisions; 

(d) Pay out of the funds provided by 
§ 1016.74 the cost of his bond and of 
the bonds of his employees, his own com¬ 
pensation, and all other expenses, except 
those incurred under § 1016.75, neces¬ 
sarily incurred by him in the mainte¬ 
nance and functioning of his office and 
in the performance of his duties; 

(e) Keep such books and records as 
will clearly reflect the transactions pro¬ 
vided in this part, and upon request by 
the Secretary, surrender the same to 
such other person as the Secretary may 


designate; 

(f) Publicly announce, unless other¬ 
wise directed by the Secretary, by post¬ 
ing in a conspicuous place in his office 
and by such other means as he deems 
appropriate, the name of any person who, 
within 10 days after the day upon which 
he is required to perform such acts, has 
not made reports pursuant to §§ 1016.30 
through 1016.33, or payments pursuant 


to §§ 1016.70 through 1016.76; 

(g) Submit his books and records to 
examination by the Secretary and fur¬ 
nish such information and reports as 
may be requested by the Secretary; 

(h) Audit records of all handlers or 
persons upon whose utilization the classi¬ 
fication of skim milk and butterfat foi 
each handler depends to verify the re¬ 
ports and payments required pursuant to 
the provisions of this part; and 

(i) Publicly announce the prices de¬ 
termined for each month as follows. 

(1) On or before the 5th day of each 
month the minimum price for Ciass i 
milk pursuant to § 1016.51 and the Class 
I butterfat differential pursuant to 
§ 1016.54(a), both for the current month, 
the minimum price for Class II milk pu - 
suant to § 1016.52 and the c J ass c 4 
terfat differential pursuant to i 

(b), both for the preceding month, a 
the minimum price for Class III m 
pursuant to § 1016.53 and the C 
butterfat differential pursuant to ^ tuio. 
54 (b), both for the preceding monm 

(2) On or before the i4th day a 

the end of each of the m0I ^ h ;V 0 ice 

through February, the uniform 
pursuant to §1016.62 and Uie but ^ 
differential pursuant to § lOio.o 
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(3) On or before the 14th day after 
the end of each of the months of March 
through June, the uniform prices for 
base milk and excess milk pursuant to 
§ ioi6.63 and the butterfat differential 
pursuant to § 1016.64. 

Reports, Records, and Facilities 


§1016.30 Monthly reports of receipts 
and utilization. 

On or before the 5th day (exclusive of 
Sundays and holidays) of each month, 
each handler shall report to the market 
administrator for the preceding month 
for each pool plant in the detail and 
on forms prescribed by the market 
administrator as follows: 

(a) The quantities of butterfat and 
skim milk contained in or represented 
by: 

(1) Producer milk (including for the 
months of March through June the ag¬ 
gregate amount of base and excess milk) 
or receipts from dairy farmers producing 
Grade A milk, 

(2) Fluid milk products received from 
other pool plants, 

(3) Other source milk, and 

(4) Inventories of fluid milk products 
on hand at the end of each month; 

(b) The utilization of all skim milk 
and butterfat required to be reported 
pursuant to paragraph (a) of this sec¬ 
tion; and 

(c) Such other information with re¬ 
spect to sources and disposition as the 
market administrator may prescribe. 


§ 1016.31 Payroll reports. 

On or before the 25th day of each 
month each handler operating a pool 
plant or receiving Grade A milk from 
dairy farmers shall report his producer 
or dairy farmer payroll for each plant 
for the preceding month which shall 
show: 

(a) The total pounds of milk received 
from each producer (including for the 
months of March through June the total 
pounds of base and excess milk) and the 
percentage of butterfat contained there¬ 
in or the pounds of milk received from 
each dairy farmer producing Grade A 
milk and the percentage of butterfat 
contained therein; and 

(b) The date and net amount of pay¬ 
ment to such producer or dairy farmer, 
or to a cooperative association for such 
producer’s milk, with the price, deduc- 

teof each harg6S involved and the na “ 

§ 1016.32 Producer-handler reports. 

nnrf C \ producer " handler sha11 make re- 
Ports at such time and in such manner 

ine ma rket administrator may request. 
§ 1016.33 Exempt handler reports. 

U^niR»i han ? er exen «>t pursuant to 
marVot' 81 xi an . d . 1016 ' 82 shaU re Po r t to the 
flniH m admmistr ator his disposition of 
marwfk products on routes within the 
man npr ng ar ^ a at such time and in such 

shall prescribe ! 6 administrator 

16.31 Records and facilities. 

shad maintain and make 
during the market administrator, 
s he usual hours of business, such 


accounts and records of all of his opera¬ 
tions and such facilities as are necessary 
to verify reports or to ascertain the cor¬ 
rect information with respect to: 

(a) The receipts and utilization or dis¬ 
position of all skim milk and butterfat 
received, including all milk products re¬ 
ceived and disposed of in the same form; 

(b) The weights and tests for butter¬ 
fat, skim milk and other content of all 
milk and milk products handled; 

(c) Inventories of all dairy products 
on hand at the beginning and end of 
each month; and 

(d) Payments to producers and co¬ 
operative associations. 

§ 1016.35 Retention of records. 

All books and records required under 
this part to be made available to the 
market administrator shall be retained 
by the handler for a period of three years 
to begin at the end of the month to 
which such books and records pertain: 
Provided, That if within such three year 
period, the market administrator notifies 
a handler in writing that the retention 
of such books and records, or of specified 
books and records, is necessary in con¬ 
nection with a proceeding under section 
8c(15) (A) of the Act or a court action 
specified in such notice, the handler shall 
retain such books and records until fur¬ 
ther written notification from the market 
administrator. The market administra¬ 
tor shall give further written notification 
to the handler promptly upon the ter¬ 
mination of the litigation or when the 
records are no longer necessary in con¬ 
nection therewith. 

Classification 

§ 1016.40 Skim milk and butterfat to be 
classified. 

All skim milk and butterfat required 
to be reported pursuant to § 1016.30 shall 
be classified (separately as skim milk 
and butterfat) pursuant to §§ 1016.41 
through 1016.45. 

§ 1016.41 Classes of utilization. 

Subject to the conditions set forth in 
§§ 1016.42 and 1016.43, the classes of 
utilization shall be: 

(a) Class I utilization shall be all 
skim milk and butterfat: 

(1) Disposed of in the form of fluid 
milk products, except those classified 
pursuant to paragraph (c) ( 2 ) of this sec¬ 
tion; and 

(2) Not accounted for as Class n and 
Class III utilization. 

(b) Class II utilization shall be all 
skim milk and butterfat: 

(1) Used to produce any product other 
than those specified in paragraphs (a) 
or (c) of this section; and 

(2) In inventories of fluid milk prod¬ 
ucts on hand at the end of the month. 

(c) Class III utilization shall be all 
skim milk and butterfat: 

(1) Used to produce butter, nonfat dry 
milk or cheese in any form except cottage 
cheese; 

(2) In skim milk disposed of for 
livestock feed or dumped subject to prior 
notification to and verification (at his 
discretion) by the market administrator; 

(3) In shrinkage of skim milk and 
butterfat allocated to milk received from 


producers, but not to exceed 2 percent 
of such receipts; and 

(4) In shrinkage of other source milk. 

§ 1016.42 Shrinkage. 

(a) When producer milk is utilized 
in conjunction with other source milk, 
the shrinkage shall be allocated pro rata 
between the receipts of skim milk and 
butterfat in producer milk and other 
source milk. 

(b) Producer milk transferred by a 
handler to another handler without first 
having been received in the transferor 
handler’s plants shall be included in the 
receipts at the plant of the transferee 
handler for the purpose of computing 
his shrinkage and shall be excluded at 
the plant of the transferor handler in 
computing his shrinkage. 

§ 1016.43 Transfers. 

Skim milk and butterfat transferred 
or diverted as milk, skim milk or cream 
in bulk form from a pool plant to: 

(a) The pool plant of another handler 
shall be classified at the utilization indi¬ 
cated by the operators of both plants in 
their reports submitted pursuant to 
§ 1016.30, otherwise as Class I utilization, 
subject in either event to the following 
conditions : 

(1) The receiving plant has utiliza¬ 
tion in such class of an equivalent 
amount of skim milk and butterfat, re¬ 
spectively; and 

(2) Such skim milk and butterfat 
shall be classified so as to allocate to 
producer milk the greatest possible total 
Class I utilization in the two plants; 

(b) A plant operated by a producer- 
handler or a handler exempt pursuant 
to §1016.81, shall be Class I utilization; 

(c) A nonpool plant (except as speci¬ 
fied in paragraph (b) of this section) 
shall be Class I utilization, unless the fol¬ 
lowing conditions and the conditions of 
paragraph (d) of this section are met: 

(1) Utilization in another class is 
claimed by the transferor-handler in his 
report submitted pursuant to §1016.30 
for the month; 

(2) The operator of the nonpool plant 
has utilization of an equivalent amount 
of skim milk and butterfat remaining 
in the class of use claimed in subpara¬ 
graph ( 1 ) of this paragraph after the 
prior deduction in sequence beginning 
with the lowest-priced available class of 
use of any receipts thereat during the 
month of skim milk or butterfat, respec¬ 
tively, from plants not regulated under 
the provisions of any Federal marketing 
agreement or order; and 

(3) The operator of the nonpool plant 
maintains books and records which are 
adequate for the verification of such 
utilization and are made available if re¬ 
quested by the market administrator. 

(d) The classification of any skim 
milk or butterfat for which a claim of 
use is made under paragraph (c) ( 1 ) of 
this section shall be subject to the follow¬ 
ing further conditions. 

(1) If any skim milk or butterfat was 
disposed of from the nonpool plant in 
the form of bulk milk, skim milk, or 
cream to other nonpool plants, the mar¬ 
ket administrator shall determine the 
classification of such skim milk or but- 
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terfat at the nonpool plant where actu¬ 
ally used or processed when necessary 
to support a claim made pursuant to 
paragraph (c) (1) of this section; 

(2) If Class I utilization at any non¬ 
pool plant at which classification of the 
pooled milk is made exceeds the receipts 
during the month from dairy farmers 
who constitute its regular source of 
Grade A milk, the transferred quantity 
shall be Class I to the extent of such 
excess: Provided, That (i) when, during 
the month, transfers to such nonpool 
plant have been made from regulated 
plants under more than one Federal 
marketing agreement or order, the 
amount of skim milk or butterfat so 
classified as Class I milk shall be a pro 
rata quantity based on the proportion of 
receipts at the nonpool plant from each 
of such regulated plants, and (ii) any 
amount of pooled milk remaining after 
the computation in (i) of this proviso 
shall be assigned in sequence to the 
available uses in the class claimed and 
any balance to the remaining uses in 
the nonpool plant; and 

(3) If Class I utilization at any non¬ 
pool plant at which classification of the 
pooled milk is made does not exceed the 
receipts during the month from dairy 
farmers who constitute its regular source 
of Grade A milk, the transferred quantity 
which is in excess of the available uses 
in the class claimed under paragraph 

(c) (1) of this section shall be classified 
in other classes in sequence beginning 
with the next lowest-priced available 
class of use. 

§ 1016.44 Responsibility of handlers. 

All skim milk and butterfat shall be 
classified as Class I utilization unless 
the handler whc first received such skim 
milk or butterfat proves to the market 
administrator that such skim milk or 
butterfat should be classified otherwise. 

§ 1016.45 Computation of skim milk and 
butterfat in each class. 

For each month the market adminis¬ 
trator shall correct for mathematical 
and obvious errors the monthly report 
submitted by each handler and compute 
the total pounds of skim milk and butter¬ 
fat respectively, in Class I, Class II and 
Class III utilization for such handler: 
Provided, That if any of the water con¬ 
tained in the milk from which a product 
is made is removed before the product 
is utilized or disposed of by a handler, 
the pounds of skim milk disposed of in 
such product shall be considered to be 
an amount equivalent to the nonfat milk 
solids contained in such product, plus 
all of the water normally associated with 
such solids in the form of whole milk. 

§ 1016.46 Allocation of butterfat classi¬ 
fied. 

The pounds of butterfat remaining 
after making the following computations 
shall be the pounds in each class al¬ 
located to milk received from producers: 

(a) Subtract from the total pounds of 
butterfat in Class III utilization the 
pounds of butterfat shrinkage allowed 
pursuant to § 1016.41(c) (3); 

(b) Subtract from the pounds of but¬ 
terfat remaining in each class, in series 
beginning with the lowest-priced utiliza¬ 


tion, the pounds of butterfat in other 
source milk received from plants other 
than those subject to another marketing 
agreement or order issued pursuant to 
the Act; 

(c) Subtract from the pounds of but¬ 
terfat remaining in each class, in series 
beginning with the lowest-priced utiliza¬ 
tion, the pounds of butterfat in other 
source milk received from a plant subject 
to another marketing agreement or order 
issued pursuant to the Act; 

(d) Subtract from the pounds of but¬ 
terfat remaining in Class II milk and 
Class I milk, in series beginning with 
Class n, the pounds of butterfat con¬ 
tained in inventory of fluid milk prod¬ 
ucts on hand at the beginning of the 
month; 

(e) Subtract from the remaining 
pounds of butterfat in each class the 
pounds of butterfat received as fluid milk 
products from pool plants of other han¬ 
dlers according to the classification es¬ 
tablished pursuant to §§ 1016.41 and 
1016.43(a); 

(f) Add to the remaining pounds of 
butterfat in Class III utilization the 
pounds subtracted pursuant to para¬ 
graph (a) of this section; and 

(g) If the remaining pounds of butter¬ 
fat in all classes exceed the pounds of 
butterfat in milk received from produc¬ 
ers, subtract such overage from the re¬ 
maining pounds of butterfat in each class 
in series, beginning with the lowest- 
priced utilization. 

§ 1016.47 Allocation of skim milk classi¬ 
fied. 

Allocate the pounds of skim milk in 
each class to milk received from produc¬ 
ers in the same manner as that pre¬ 
scribed for butterfat in § 1016.46. 

§ 1016.48 Computation of total producer 
milk in each class. 

The amounts computed pursuant to 
§§ 1016.46 and 1016.47 will be combined 
into one total for each class and the 
weighted average butterfat content of 
producer milk in each class will be 
determined. 


Minimum Prices 
§ 1016.50 Basic formula price. 

The basic formula price shall be the 
higher of the prices computed as follows: 

(a) The average of the basic or field 
prices per hundredweight reported to 
have been paid, or to be paid, for milk 
of 3.5 percent butterfat content received 
from farmers during the month at the 
following plants or places for which 
prices have been reported to the USDA. 

Present Operator and Location 

Borden Co., New London, Wis. 

Borden Co., Orfordville, Wis. 

Carnation Co., Oconomowoc, Wis. 

Carnation Co., Richland Center, Wis. 

Carnation Co., Sparta, Mich. 

Pet Milk Co., Coopersville, Mich. 

Pet Milk Co., Belleville, Wis. 

Pet Milk Co., New Glarus, Wis. 

Pet Milk Co., Wayland, Mich. 

White House Milk Co., Manitowoc, Wis. 

White House Milk Co., West Bend, Wis. 

(b) The price computed from the fol¬ 
lowing formula: 


(1) Multiply by 4.24 the simple aver¬ 
age, as computed by the market admin¬ 
istrator, of the daily wholesale selling 
prices (using the midpoint of any price 
range as one price) of Grade AA (93- 
score) bulk creamery butter per pound 
at Chicago, as reported by the USDA, 
during the month: Provided, That if 
no price is reported for Grade AA (93- 
score) butter, the highest of the prices 
reported for Grade A (92-score) butter 
for that day shall be used in lieu of the 
price for Grade AA (93-score) butter; 

(2) Multiply by 8.2 the weighted aver¬ 
age of carlot prices per pound for spray 
process nonfat dry milk, for human con¬ 
sumption, f.o.b. manufacturing plants in 
the Chicago area, as published for the 
period from the 26th day of the immedi¬ 
ately preceding month through the 25th 
day of the current month by the USDA; 
and 

(3) From the sum of the results 
arrived at under subparagraphs (1) and 
(2) of this paragraph subtract 75.2 cents 
and adjust to the nearest cent. 


§ 1016.51 Class I milk price. 

Subject to the provisions of § 1016.54 
the minimum price per hundredweight 
to be paid by each handler for milk re¬ 
ceived at his pool plant from producers 
or the pool plant of a cooperative asso¬ 
ciation during the month and utilized as 
Class I milk shall be as follows during 
the period through November 1961; 

(a) Except as provided in paragraph 
(b) of this section, the basic formula 
price for the preceding month plus $0.54 
for the months of March, April, May, 
and June; $0.74 for the months of Jan¬ 
uary, February, July, and December; 
and $0.94 for all other months. 

(b) For plants located in the Wiscon¬ 
sin counties of Florence, Forest, Mar¬ 
inette, Oneida and Vilas or in the State 
of Michigan, the price computed in para¬ 
graph (a) of this section shall be in¬ 
creased ten cents. 


§ 1016.52 Class II milk price. 

Subject to the provisions of § 1016.54 
the minimum price per hundredweight to 
be paid by each handler for mils 
received at his pool plant from producers 
or the pool plant of a cooperative asso¬ 
ciation during the month and utilized as 
Class II milk shall be the basic formula 
price. 


016.53 Class III milk price. 

Subject to the provision of § 
minimum price per hundredweight 
ie paid by each handler for mil* re- 
red at his pool plant from P rod ““f 
the pool plant of a cooperative asso 
;ion during the month and u 
Ulass III milk shall be the price com 
ed pursuant to § 1016.50(b), P . 
ts: Provided, That the resulting price 
11 not be higher than the Class 

:e - . . 

016.54 Handler bulterfal differentia . 

f the average butterfat test of Class 
iilk, Class II milk or Class III nui 
lputed pursuant to § 1016.48 is 
less than 3.5 percent, there shall* 
led to, or subtracted from, as the ca 
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cent that such average butterfat test is 
above or below 3.5 percent, a butterfat 
differential computed by multiplying the 
simple average, as computed by the 
market administrator, of the daily 
wholesale selling price per pound (using 
the midpoint of any price range as one 
price) of Grade A (92-score) bulk 
creamery butter at Chicago as reported 
by the USDA during the month specified 
below by the applicable factor listed, and 
rounding to the nearest one-tenth cent: 

(a) For Class I milk, multiply such 
price for the preceding month by 0.125; 

(b) For Class II and Class III milk, 
multiply such price for the current 
month by 0.115. 

§ 1016.55 Equivalent price provision. 

Whenever the provisions of this part 
require the market administrator to use 
aspecific price (or prices) for milk or any 
milk product for the purpose of deter¬ 
mining minimum class prices or for any 
other purpose and the specified price is 
not reported or published, the market 
administrator shall use a price deter¬ 
mined by the Secretary to be equivalent 
to or comparable with, the price speci¬ 
fied. 

Handler’s Obligation and Uniform Price 

§ 1016.60 Computation of value of pro¬ 
ducer milk. 


The value of producer milk received by 
each handler shall be computed by the 
market administrator as follows: 

(a) Multiply the quantity of producer 
milk in each class, as computed pursuant 
to § 1016.48, by the applicable class 
prices; 

(b) Add the amounts computed by 
multiplying the quantity of overage as¬ 
signed to each class pursuant to § 1016.- 
46(g) and the corresponding step of 
§1016.47 by the applicable class price; 

(c) Add the amount obtained in mul¬ 
tiplying by the difference between the 
Class n price for the preceding month 
and the Class I price for the current 
month the lesser of: 

(1) The hundredweight of milk sub¬ 
tracted from Class I pursuant to § 1016.- 
46(d) and the corresponding step of 
§1016.47; or 

. ( 2) The hundredweight of producer 
milk classified as Class II during the pre¬ 
ceding month; and 

( d) If during the month total receipts 
of producer milk were 110 percent or 
more of the total Class I milk at pool 
Pmnts, add an amount equal to the dif- 
erence between the values (at test and 
cation) at the Class I price and Class 

ni price with respect to: 

, otller s °urce milk subtracted from 
uass I pursuant to § 1016.46(b) and the 
W f 9 ? P ^ lng step of § 1016.47; and 
Place t 1 k in in ventory subtracted from 
corvl 1 PU I suant to § 1016.46(d) and the 
orrespondmg step of § 1016.47 which 
^excess of the sum of: 

is Quantity for which payment 

of thk PUte <? pursuant to paragraph (c) 
this section; and 

dot t?* 16 Quantity subtracted from 
cor r *!i^ rsuant t0 § 1016.46(c) and the 
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§ 1016.61 Compulation of aggregate 
value used to determine uniform 
price. 

For each month the market adminis¬ 
trator shall compute an aggregate value 
from which to determine the uniform 
price per hundredweight for producer 
milk of 3.5 percent butterfat content as 
follows: 

(a) Combine into one total the in¬ 
dividual values of milk of all handlers 
computed pursuant to § 1016.60; 

(b) Add or subtract for each one- 
tenth percent that the average butterfat 
content of producer milk represented by 
the values included under paragraph (a) 
of this section is less or more, respec¬ 
tively, than 3.5 percent, an amount com¬ 
puted by multiplying such differences by 
the producer butterfat differential, and 
multiplying the result by the hundred¬ 
weight of such producer milk; 

(c) Subtract the aggregate of the 
values of the applicable producer loca¬ 
tion adjustments pursuant to § 1016.65; 
and 

(d) Add an amount equal to one-half 
of the unobligated cash balance in the 
producer-equalization fund. 

§1016.62 Computation of uniform 
price. 

For each of the months of July 
through February, the market adminis¬ 
trator shall compute the uniform price 
per hundredweight for producer milk 
of 3.5 percent butterfat content, as 
follows: 

(a) Divide the aggregate value com¬ 
puted pursuant to § 1016.61 by the total 
hundredweight of producer milk in¬ 
cluded in such computations; and 

(b) Subtract not less than 4 cents 
nor more than 5 cents from the price 
computed pursuant to paragraph (a) 
of this section. 

§ 1016.63 Computation of uniform 
prices for base milk and excess milk. 

For each of the months of March 
through June, the market administrator 
shall compute the uniform prices per 
hundredweight for base milk and excess 
milk, each of 3.5 percent butterfat con¬ 
tent, as follows: 

(a) From the reports submitted by 
handlers pursuant to § 1016.30 determine 
the aggregate classification of producer 
milk included in the computation of 
value pursuant to § 1016.61 and the total 
hundredweight of such milk that is base 
milk and that is excess milk; 

(b) Determine the value of excess 
milk by assigning such milk in series, 
beginning with Class III milk, to the 
hundredweight of milk classified pur¬ 
suant to paragraph (a) of this section, 
multiplying the quantity so assigned 
by the respective class prices for milk 
containing 3.5 percent butterfat, and 
adding together the resulting amounts; 

(c) Divide the total value of excess 
milk obtained in paragraph (b) of this 
section by the total hundredweight of 
such milk. The resulting figure, 
rounded to the nearest cent, shall be the 
uniform price for excess milk; 

(d) Subtract the value of excess milk 
pursuant to paragraph (c) of this sec¬ 


tion from the aggregate value of all milk 
obtained in § 1016.61; and 

(e) Divide the amount obtained in 
paragraph (d) of this section by the 
total hundredweight of base milk ob¬ 
tained in paragraph (a) of this section, 
and subtract not less than 4 cents nor 
more than 5 cents from the price thus 
computed. The resulting figure shall be 
the uniform price for base milk. 

§ 1016.64 Producer butterfat differen¬ 
tial. 

The uniform prices pursuant to 
§§ 1016.62 and 1016.63 shall be increased 
or decreased for each one-tenth of one 
percent that the butterfat content of 
such milk is above or below 3.5 percent, 
respectively, at the rate determined by 
multiplying the pounds of butterfat in 
producer milk allocated to Class I, Class 
II and Class III milk pursuant to 
§ 1016.46 by the respective butterfat dif¬ 
ferential for each class, dividing the sum 
of such values by the total pounds of 
such butterfat, and rounding the result¬ 
ing figure to the nearest one-tenth cent. 

§ 1016.65 Producer location adjust¬ 
ments. 

The uniform price pursuant to 
§ 1016.62 and the uniform price for base 
milk pursuant to § 1016.63 shall be in¬ 
creased 10 cents for producer milk 
received at a pool plant in the Wisconsin 
Counties of Florence, Forest, Marinette, 
Oneida or Villas or in the State of 
Michigan. 

§ 1016.66 Notification. 

On or before the 14th day after the 
end of each month, the market admin¬ 
istrator shall mail to each handler at 
his last known address a statement 
showing for such month: 

(a) The amount and value of his pro¬ 
ducer milk in each class; 

(b) The uniform prices pursuant to 
§§ 1016.62 or 1016.63 adjusted by the 
butterfat differential pursuant to § 1016.- 
64 and the location adjustment pursuant 
to § 1016.65; and 

(c) The amount due such handler 
pursuant to § 1016.73 and the amounts 
to be paid by such handler pursuant to 
§§ 1016.72, 1016.74 and 1016.75. 

Payment for Milk 

§ 1016.70 Time and method of payment. 

(a) Except as provided in paragraphs 
(b) and (c) of this section, on or before 
the 18th day after the end of each month 
each handler shall pay each producer 
for producer milk received from him 
during the month the uniform prices 
provided in § 1016.62 or §1016.63 ad¬ 
justed by the butterfat differential pur¬ 
suant to § 1016.64 and the location ad¬ 
justment pursuant to § 1016.65: Pro¬ 
vided, That if by such date a handler 
has not received full payment pursuant 
to § 1016.73, he may reduce his total 
payments to all producers and coopera¬ 
tive associations uniformly by not more 
than the amount of reduction in pay¬ 
ment from the market administrator; he 
shall, however, complete such payments 
pursuant to this paragraph not later 
than the date for making such payments 
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next following receipt of the balance 
from the market administrator. 

(b) (1) Upon receipt of a written re¬ 
quest from a cooperative association 
which the Secretary determines is au¬ 
thorized by its members to collect pay¬ 
ment for their milk and receipt of a 
written promise to reimburse the handler 
the amount of any actual loss incurred 
by him because of any claim on the part 
of the association, each handler shall pay 
to the cooperative association on or be¬ 
fore the 16th day of each month, in lieu 
of payments pursuant to paragraph (a) 
of this section an amount equal to the 
gross sum due for all milk received from 
certified members, less amount owing by 
each member-producer to the handler 
for supplies purchased from him on 
prior written order or as evidenced by 
a delivery ticket signed by the producer 
and submit to the cooperative association 
on or before the 16th day of each month 
written information which shows for 
each such member-producer: 

(1) The total pounds of milk received 
from him during the preceding month, 
including, for the months of March 
through June, the pounds of base and 
excess milk; 

(ii) The total pounds of butterfat con¬ 
tained in such milk; 

(iii) The number of days on which 
such milk was received; and 

(iv) The amounts withheld by the 
handler in payment for supplies sold. 

(2) The payment and submission of 
information pursuant to subparagraph 

(1) of this paragraph shall be made with 
respect to milk of each producer whom 
the cooperative association certifies is a 
member, which is received on and after 
the first day of the month next follow¬ 
ing receipt of such certification through 
the last day of the month next preceding 
receipt of notice from the cooperative 
association of a termination of member¬ 
ship or until the original request is re¬ 
scinded in writing by the association. 

(3) A copy of each request and promise 
to reimburse pursuant to subparagraph 
(1) of this paragraph and a certified list 
of members shall be filed simultaneously 
with the market administrator by the 
association and shall be subject to veri¬ 
fication at his discretion, through audit 
of the records of the cooperative asso¬ 
ciation pertaining thereto. Exceptions, 
if any, shall be made by written notice 
to the market administrator and shall be 
subject to his determination. 

(c) Each handler shall make payment 
to a cooperative association for milk re¬ 
ceived from the pool plant of such co¬ 
operative association on or before the 
10th day after the end of each month in 
which it was received, at not less than 
the applicable class prices. 

§ 1016.71 Producer-equalization fund. 

The market administrator shall main¬ 
tain a separate fund known as the 
“producer-equalization fund” into which 
he shall deposit all payments received 
pursuant to §§ 1016.72 and 1016.83 (a) 
(1) or (b)(1) (including any adjust¬ 
ments thereto pursuant to § 1016.76) 
and out of which he shall make all pay¬ 
ments pursuant to § 1016.73 (including 
any adjustments thereto pursuant to 
§ 1016.76). 


§ 1016.72 Payments to the producer- 
equalization fund. 

On or before the 16th day after the 
end of each month, each handler whose 
value of milk is required to be computed 
pursuant to § 1016.60 shall pay to the 
market administrator any amount by 
which such value for such month is 
greater than the amount required to be 
paid by him pursuant to § 1016.70. 

§ 1016.73 Payments out of the producer- 
equalization fund. 

On or before the 17th day after the 
end of each month, the market admin¬ 
istrator shall pay to each handler any 
amount by which the value of milk for 
such handler for the month pursuant to 
§ 1016.60 is less than the amount re¬ 
quired to be paid by him pursuant to 
§ 1016.70, less any unpaid obligations of 
such handler to the market adminis¬ 
trator pursuant to § 1016.72: Provided , 
That if the balance in the producer- 
equalization fund is insufficient to make 
all payments to all such handlers pur¬ 
suant to this paragraph, the market ad¬ 
ministrator shall reduce uniformly such 
payments and shall complete such pay¬ 
ments as soon as the necessary funds 
become available. 

§ 1016.74 Expense of administration. 

As his pro rata share of the expense 
of administration of this part, each 
handler shall pay to the market admin¬ 
istrator on or before the 16th day after 
the end of each month 5 cents per hun¬ 
dredweight or such amount not exceed¬ 
ing 5 cents per hundredweight as the 
Secretary may prescribe with respect to: 

(a) All receipts within the month of 
milk from producers, including milk of 
such handler’s own production; 

(b) Any other source milk allocated to 
Class I pursuant to § 1016.46(b) and the 
corresponding step of § 1016.47; and 

(c) The applicable amount specified in 
§ 1016.83 (a)(2) or (b) (2). 

§ 1016.75 Marketing services. 

(a) Except as set forth in paragraph 
(b) of this section, each handler, in mak¬ 
ing payments pursuant to § 1016.70 for 
milk received from each producer (ex¬ 
cluding milk of such handler’s own pro¬ 
duction) at a plant not operated by a 
cooperative association of which such 
producer is a member, shall deduct 6 
cents per hundredweight, or such amount 
not exceeding 6 cents per hundredweight, 
as the Secretary may prescribe, and on 
or before the 16th day after the end of 
each month shall pay such deduction to 
the market administrator. Such monies 
shall be used by the market administra¬ 
tor to verify weights, samples and tests 
of milk received from producers and to 
provide producers with market informa¬ 
tion, such services to be performed by the 
market administrator or by an agent 
engaged by and responsible to him. 

(b) In the case of producers whose 
milk is received at a pool plant not op¬ 
erated by a cooperative association of 
which such producers are members, and 
for whom a cooperative association is ac¬ 
tually performing the services described 
in paragraph (a) of this section, as de¬ 
termined by the Secretary, each handler 


shall make, in lieu of the deductions 
specified in paragraph (a) of this section 
such deductions from payments required 
pursuant to § 1016.70 as may be author¬ 
ized by such producers, and pay such 
deductions on or before the 16th day 
after the end of the month to the co¬ 
operative association rendering such 
services of which such producers are 
members. 


§ 1016.76 Errors in payment. 

Whenever audit by the market admin¬ 
istrator of any handler’s reports, books, 
records or accounts discloses adjustments 
to be made, for any reason, which result 
in monies due to the market adminis¬ 
trator from such handler, to such han¬ 
dler from the market administrator, or 
to any producer or cooperative associa¬ 
tion from such handler, the market ad¬ 
ministrator shall promptly notify such 
handler of any such amount due and 
payment thereof shall be made on or 
before the next date for making payment 
set forth in the provision under which 
such error occurred, following the 5th 
day after such notice. 


§ 1016.77 Overdue accounts. 


Any unpaid obligation of a handler or 
of the market administrator pursuant 
to §§ 1016.72 through 1016.76 shall be 
increased one-half of one percent on the 
first day of the month next following the 
due date of such obligation and on the 
first day of each month thereafter until 
such obligation is paid. 

§ 1016.78 Termination of obligations. 


The provisions of this section shall 
apply to any obligations under this part 
for the payment of money irrespective 
of when such obligation arose. 

(a) The obligation of any handler to 
pay money required to be paid under the 
terms of this part shall, except as pro¬ 
vided in paragraphs (b) and (c) of this 
section, terminate two years after the 
last day of the month during which the 
market administrator receives the han¬ 
dler’s report of utilization of the nulk 
involved in such obligation, unless with¬ 
in such two-year period the market ad¬ 
ministrator notifies the handler in 
writing that such money is due and pay¬ 
able. Service of such notice shall oe 
complete upon mailing to the handlers 
last known address, and it shall contain, 
but need not be limited to, the following 


information: # 

(1) The amount of the obligation; 

(2) The month(s) during which tne 
milk, with respect to which the obliga¬ 
tion exists, was received or handled, 

(3) If the obligation is payable to on 

}r more producers or to a cooperative - 
sociation, the name of such producers 
or associations or, if the the 

payable to the market administrator, 
account for which it is to be pai . 

(b) If a handler fails or refuses, with 
respect to any obligation under 
:o make available to the P al * et ^ ks an d 
irator or his representative all made 
records required by this part t 
available, the market adota^^ 
vithin the two-year pmodpwvi ^ 
:n paragraph (a) of this se or 

ihe handler in writing of such Suitor 
refusal. If the market admmis 
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co notifies a handler, the said two-year 
period with respect to such obligation 
shall not begin to run until the first day 
of the month following the month during 
which such books and records pertaining 
to such obligation are made available to 
the market administrator or his repre¬ 
sentatives. 

(c) Notwithstanding the provisions of 
paragraphs (a) and (b) of this section, 
a handler’s obligation under this part to 
pay money shall not be terminated with 
respect to any transaction involving 
fraud or willful concealment of a fact, 
material to the obligation, on the part 
of the handler against whom the obliga¬ 
tion is sought to be imposed. 

(d) Any obligation on the part of the 
market administrator to pay a handler 
any money which such handler claims 
to be due him under the terms of this 
part shall terminate two years after the 
end of the month during which the milk 
involved in the claim was received if an 
underpayment is claimed, or two years 
after the end of the month during which 
the payment (including deduction or set¬ 
off by the market administrator) was 
made by the handler if a refund on such 
payment is claimed, unless such handler, 
within the applicable period of time, 
files, pursuant to section 8c(15)(A) of 
the Act, a petition claiming such money. 

Application of Provision 


§ 1016.80 Producer-handler exemption. 


A producer-handler shall be exempt 
from all provisions of this part except 
§§ 1016.32, 1016.34 and 1016.35. 

§ 1016.81 Exempt handler. 

A handler who operates a fluid milk 
plant located outside the marketing 
area from which an average of less than 
600 pounds of fluid milk products per 
day are disposed of during the month 
in the marketing area on routes shall 
be exempt from all provisions of this 
part except §§ 1016.33 through 1016.35. 

§ 1016.82 Handlers subject to other 
Federal orders. 


The provisions of this part shall noi 
apply to a handler with respect to th< 
operation of a pool plant during an: 
month in which the milk at such plan 
would be subject to the classification 
pricing and payment provisions of an 
other marketing agreement or order is 
sued pursuant to the Act and the dis 
position of fluid milk products in th 
other Federal marketing area exceed 
aat in the Northeastern Wisconsii 
marketing area: Provided, That th 
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distributing plant. 

hanmpvk andler ’ otller than a producer 
§§10ifi«i° r 0ne exem Pt pursuant t 
ss 1016.81 or 1016.82, who during th 


month operates a Grade A milk nonpool 
plant from which fluid milk products 
are distributed on a route in the market¬ 
ing area, shall pay to the market admin¬ 
istrator as follows: 

(a) If such handler so elects at the 
time of reporting pursuant to § 1016.30, 
his obligations shall be as follows: 

(1) On or before the 16th day after 
the end of the month, for the producer- 
equalization fund, an amount equal to 
the difference between the value of the 
Class I milk disposed of during the 
month on routes in the marketing area 
at the applicable Class I price for the 
month and the value of such milk at the 
Class III price; and 

(2) On or before the 16th day after 
the end of the month, as his pro rata 
share of the expense of administration, 
the rate specified in § 1016.74 with re¬ 
spect to Class I milk disposed of on routes 
in the marketing area. 

(b) Unless such handler elects to have 
his obligations computed pursuant to 
paragraph (a) of this section, his ob¬ 
ligations shall be as follows: 

(1) On or before the 25th day after 
the end of the month, for the producer 
equalization fund the lesser of the 
amount computed pursuant to para¬ 
graph (a) (1) of this section, or any plus 
amount resulting from the following 
computation: 

(1) Compute an amount equal to the 
value of milk which would be computed 
pursuant to § 1016.60 for Grade A milk 
received from dairy farmers at such 
plant for such month if such plant had 
been a pool plant; 

(ii) Deduct the gross payments made 
by the handler to dairy farmers for 
Grade A milk received at such plant for 
such month. Gross payments to be in¬ 
cluded in this computation shall be 
limited to cash payments made to the 
dairy farmer or his assignee on or be¬ 
fore the date of the report required pur¬ 
suant to § 1016.31, plus the value of any 
supplies or services furnished by the 
handler on prior written authorization or 
as evidenced by a delivery ticket signed 
by the dairy farmer; and 

(2) On or before the 16th day after 
the end of the month, as his pro rata 
share of the expense of administration, 
an amount equal to that which would 
have been computed pursuant to § 1016.- 
74 had such plant been a pool plant. 

Determination of Base 
§ 1016.85 Base. 

“Base” for each producer shall be de¬ 
termined by the market administrator 
and shall be the amount obtained by di¬ 
viding the total pounds of producer milk 
received from such producer at all pool 
plants during the months of September 
through November immediately preced¬ 
ing by the number of days on which such 
milk is received from such producer: 
Provided , That for the purpose of cal¬ 
culating the base of a producer pursuant 
to this section, the number of days in¬ 
cluded in his producer milk deliveries 
shall be the number of days of produc¬ 
tion of producer milk and the deliveries 
of any dairy farmer during the preced¬ 
ing September through November to a 
nonpool plant that is a pool plant in any 


of the months of March through June 
shall be considered producer milk re¬ 
ceived at a pool plant: Provided further, 
That if no milk is received from a pro¬ 
ducer at a pool plant during the month of 
September through November or if milk 
is received on less than 60 days during 
such months, the base of such producer 
shall be his average daily deliveries of 
producer milk for each of the months 
of March through June multiplied by 
60 percent for the month of March, 55 
percent for the month of April and by 
50 percent for the months of May and 
June: And provided further, That any 
producer for whom a base has been es¬ 
tablished pursuant to this section based 
on deliveries of 60 or more days during 
the preceding months of September 
through November may, in lieu thereof, 
by notifying the market administrator 
prior to March 1, be accorded a base cal¬ 
culated pursuant to the immediately 
preceding proviso of this section. 

§ 1016.86 Base rules. 

The following rules shall apply in con¬ 
nection with the establishment of bases: 

(a) A base shall be held in the name 
of the producer and may be transferred 
only at his option. 

(b) The milk to which the transferred 
base shall apply must be produced on 
the same farm from which such base 
was earned and the transferor must 
notify the market administrator in writ¬ 
ing on or before the last day of the month 
that such base is to be transferred in¬ 
dicating the name of the transferee, the 
amount of base transferred, and the ef¬ 
fective date of the transfer; and in the 
event of a producer’s death his base may 
be so transferred upon written notice 
to the market administrator from any 
member of the producer’s immediate 
family. 

(c) Where two or more producers de¬ 
liver milk from the same farm, the 
market administrator shall compute one 
base for each such farm, which base shall 
be held jointly in the names of the pro¬ 
ducers, and during March, April, May 
and June, each producer having an in¬ 
terest in a jointly held base shall share 
the base during each delivery period in 
the same proportion as he shares in the 
milk deliveries in such delivery period: 
Provided, That if the producers have 
earned bases separately, one or more of 
which was earned on another farm, each 
producer may retain his individual base 
if application is made in writing to the 
market administrator postmarked not 
later than the last day of the first month 
during which the base is to apply. 

(d) When two or more producers 
holding a joint base cease delivering milk 
from the same farm, the base may be 
divided among the producers having an 
interest in such base by notification in 
writing to the market administrator 
postmarked not later than the last day 
of the month during which the division 
is to be effective, such notification to 
specify the terms of division of base and 
bearing the signature of all interested 
producers: Provided, That in the event 
producers do not notify the market ad¬ 
ministrator of their agreed terms of divi¬ 
sion of base by letter postmarked not 
later than the last day of the month 
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during which the division is effective, the 
market administrator shall divide the 
base among the producers in the same 
ratio as they shared in the milk de¬ 
liveries during the base-making period, 
or if the base is held in the name of a 
partnership, it shall be divided equally 
among the interested producers. 

(e) Subject to the provisions set forth 
in paragraphs (a) and (b) of this sec¬ 
tion, a producer who discontinues ship¬ 
ping milk to a pool plant during 
September, October, or November may 
transfer to another producer credit for 
milk deliveries for base making purposes. 

§ 1016.87 Announcement of established 
bases. 

On or before February 15 of each year 
the market administrator shall notify 
each producer and the handler receiving 
milk from such producer of the base 
established by such producer. 

Effective Time, Suspension or 
Termination 

§ 1016.90 Effective time. 

The provisions of this part, or any 
amendment to this part, shall become 
effective at such time as the Secretary 
may declare and shall continue in force 
until suspended or terminated. 

§ 1016.91 Suspension or termination. 

The Secretary shall, whenever he finds 
that this part, or any provision of this 
part, obstructs or does not tend to effec¬ 
tuate the declared policy of the Act, 
terminate or suspend the operation of 
this part on any such provision of this 
part. 

§ 1016.92 Continuing obligation. 

If upon the suspension or termination 
of any or all provisions of this part, 
there are any obligations thereunder 
the final accrual or ascertainment of 
which requires further acts by any per¬ 
son (including the market administra¬ 
tor), such further acts shall be per¬ 
formed notwithstanding such suspension 
or termination. 

§ 1016.93 Liquidation. 

(a) Under the suspension or termina¬ 
tion of the provisions of this part, except 
this section, the market administrator, 
or such other liquidating agent as the 
Secretary may designate, shall, if so 
directed by the Secretary, liquidate the 
business of the market administrator’s 
offiee, dispose of all property in his 
possession or control, including accounts 
receivable, and execute and deliver all 
assignments or other instruments neces¬ 
sary or appropriate to effectuate any 
such disposition. If a liquidating agent 
is so designated all assets, books and 
records of the market administrator 
shall be transferred promptly to such 
liquidating agent. 

(b) If, upon such liquidation, the 
funds on hand exceed the amounts re¬ 
quired to pay outstanding obligations of 
the office of the market administrator 
and to pay necessary expenses of liquida¬ 
tion and distribution, such excess shall 
be distributed to contributing handlers 
and producers, in an equitable manner. 


Miscellaneous Provisions 
§ 1016.100 Agents. 

The Secretary may, by designation in 
writing, name any officer or employee 
of the United States to act as his agent 
or representative in connection with any 
of the provisions of this part. 

§ 1016.101 Separability of provisions. 

If any provision of this part, or the 
application to any person or circum¬ 
stances, is held invalid, the application 
of such provision, and of the remaining 
provisions of this part, to other persons 
or circumstances shall not be affected 
thereby. 

Issued at Washington, D.C., April 6, 
1961, to be effective on and after May 
1, 1961. 

John P. Duncan, Jr., 
Assistant Secretary. 

[F.R. Doc. 61-3237; Filed, Apr. 11, 1961; 

8:47 a.m.] 

Title 14—AERONAUTICS AND 
SPACE 

Chapter II—Civil Aeronautics Board 

SUBCHAPTER A—ECONOMIC REGULATIONS 

[Reg. ER-325] 

PART 294—CLASSIFICATION AND 

EXEMPTION OF AIR CARRIERS 
WHILE CONDUCTING CERTAIN OP¬ 
ERATIONS FOR MILITARY ESTAB¬ 
LISHMENT 

Repeal of Part 

Adopted by the Civil Aeronautics 
Board at its office in Washington, D.C., 
on the 7th day of April 1961. 

On July 28, 1960, the Board issued a 
notice of proposed rule making, EDR-16 
(25 F.R. 7261), in which it proposed to 
repeal Part 294 of the Board’s Economic 
Regulations (14 CFR Part 294). The 
termination of Part 294 would have the 
effect of withdrawing a blanket exemp¬ 
tion heretofore available to all air car¬ 
riers, allowing them to engage in air 
transportation for the Military Estab¬ 
lishment under long-term contracts of 
a certain specified character. Comments 
of supplemental air carriers in response 
to the notice requested an evidentiary 
hearing, which the Board granted by 
Order E-15768 of September 14, 1960 
(25 F.R. 8962). The hearing was held 
before Examiner Ralph L. Wiser on No¬ 
vember 1 and 2, 1960. Pursuant to the 
Board’s instructions, the examiner cer¬ 
tified the record to the Board for tenta¬ 
tive decision. Briefs were filed with the 
Board by various parties. On February 
21, 1961, the Board issued a tentative 
decision, Order E-16417, in which it pro¬ 
posed to repeal Part 294 effective 30 days 
after publication of the final action 
herein. The Board stated that if no ex¬ 
ceptions were filed, the tentative decision 
would be reissued in proper form as the 
Board’s final rule-making action in this 
matter. 


No exceptions to the tentative decision 
were filed. Accordingly, the Board has 
decided to repeal Part 294 on the grounds 
and findings stated in Order E-16417 
which are incorporated herein by 
reference. 1 

Accordingly, the Board hereby repeals 
Part 294 (14 CFR Part 294) effective 
May 11, 1961. 

(Sec. 204(a), 72 Stat. 743; 49 U.S.C. 1324. In¬ 
terpret or apply secs. 416(b), 1001, 72 Stat 
771, 788; 49 U.S.C. 1386, 1481) 

By the Civil Aeronautics Board. 

[seal] James L. Deegan, 

Acting Secretary. 

[F.R. Doc. 61-3264; Filed, Apr. 11, 1961; 
8:50 a.m.] 


Title 16—COMMERCIAL 
PRACTICES 


Chapter I—Federal Trade Commission 

[Docket 8067 c.o.] 

PART 13—PROHIBITED TRADE 
PRACTICES 


A. R. Fiorita Fruit Co. et al. 


Subpart—Discriminating in price un¬ 
der sec. 2, Clayton Act—Payment or ac¬ 
ceptance of commission, brokerage or 
other compensation under 2(c): § 13.820 
Direct buyers. 

(Sec. 6, 38 Stat. 721; 15 U.S.C. 46. Interprets 
or applies sec. 2, 49 Stat. 1527; 15 U.S.C. 13) 
[Cease and desist order, Anthony Rocca Fio¬ 
rita, et al., doing business as A. R. Fiorita 
Fruit Co., St. Louis, Mo., Docket 8067, Decem¬ 
ber 1,1960] 

In the Matter of Anthony Rocca Fiorita, 
Joseph Rocca Fiorita, and Frank 
Rocca Fiorita, Individually and as Co¬ 
partners Doing Business as A. R. Fio¬ 
rita Fruit Co. 


Consent order requiring commission 
merchants in St. Louis, Mo., to cease re¬ 
ceiving illegal brokerage on their own 
purchases of citrus fruit from Florida 
packers, such as a discount of 10 cents 
per 1% bushel box or equivalent, or a 
lower price reflecting a commission. 

The order to cease and desist is as 
follows: 


It is ordered. That respondents An- 
ony Rocca Fiorita, Joseph Rocca 
orita, and Frank Rocca Fiorita, ina - 
dually and as copartners doing bus' 
iss as A. R. Fiorita Fruit Co., and tneir 
ents, representatives, and employe , 
•ectly or through any corporate, part- 
sole nroprietorship, or otner 


Order E-16417 may be ln ^ p “* l “ rd 
lied at the Docket Section o£th ® B °. 
om 711, Universal Building, 18 2 5 Con “ 
ut Avenue NW., Washington, D.C. m 
ed persons may obtain copies of th 
m the Board's Publications Section, Boom 

SI, until the supply is “ printed 

16417 and this regulation will be P 1 n 
the Civil Aeronautics Board ^®P° £ / via . 
mt to section 204(d) of Fednd 
n Act of 1958. This regulation win 
hiifihed in the Federal Register. 
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of citrus fruit or other food products in 
commerce, as “commerce” is defined in 
the aforesaid Clayton Act, do forthwith 
cease and desist from: 

Receiving or accepting, directly or in¬ 
directly, from any seller, anything of 
value as a commission, brokerage, or 
other compensation, or any allowance or 
discount in lieu thereof, upon or in con¬ 
nection with any purchase of citrus fruit 
or other food products for respondents’ 
own account, or where respondents are 
the agents, representatives, or other 
intermediaries acting for or in behalf, or 
are subject to the direct or indirect con¬ 
trol, of any buyer. 

By “Decision of the Commission”, etc., 
report of compliance was required as 
follows: 

It is ordered, That the above-named 
respondents shall, within sixty (60) days 
after service upon them of this order, 
file with the Commission a report in 
writing, setting forth in detail the man¬ 
ner and form in which they have com¬ 
plied with the order to cease and desist. 

Issued: December 1, 1960. 

By the Commission. 

[seal] Robert M. Parrish, 

Secretary. 

[FB. Doc. 61-3228; Filed, Apr. 11, 1961; 

8:46 a.m.] 


[Docket 7039 o.] 

PART 13—PROHIBITED TRADE 
PRACTICES 


Bankers Securities Corp. 


Subpart—Advertising falsely or mis¬ 
leadingly: § 13.155 Prices: § 13.155-40 
Exaggerated as regular and customary; 
§ 13.155—45 Fictitious marking . Sub¬ 
part—Misrepresenting oneself and 
goods—Prices : § 13.1805 Exaggerated as 
regular and customary; § 13.1810 Ficti¬ 
tious marking. 

(Sec. 6, 38 Stat. 721; 15 U.S.C. 46. Interpret 
or apply Sec. 5, 38 Stat. 719, as amended; 15 
U.&.C. 45) [Cease and desist order, Bankers 
securities Corporation, Philadelphia,. Pa., 
Docket 7039, December 1,1960] 


Order requiring the corporate operat 
oi Snellenbergs, a Philadelphia ret: 
epartment store, to cease advertising 
ewspapers fictitious prices for its ru 
tirm ^ pets thr ough use of the abbrevi 
wL R u g *’’ and the word “usually” f< 
th dby amoun ts falsely represent 
thereby as its regular selling prices. 

follows-° rder cease and desis t is 


p/nir * S r, ordered > That respon 
ration 1S n ®H Cl ^r ities Cor P° ra tion, a cc 
agents and , lts officers, representa 
through * and empl °yees, directly 
connppr any cor Porate or other devi< 

sar or d n ^ th . the off ™ ^r 

other mAv 0n of car P et s, rug 

“common 1 ?, handlse > in commerce 
Trade cnm 18 defined in the 

cease and Act ’ do fortt 

an y manner from: Re Presentii 

regukr ^H hat Certain “founts ar 
c CdL snlH U i Ual retail prices Of 
controlled hl by any store operat( 
ued by res Pondent when 


amounts are in excess of the prices at 
which such merchandise has been usually 
and regularly sold by that store at re¬ 
tail, in the recent regular course of its 
business. 

By “Final Order”, report of compli¬ 
ance was required as follows: 

It is further ordered, That respondent, 
Bankers Securities Corporation, shall, 
within sixty (60) days after service upon 
it of this order, file with the Commis¬ 
sion a report, in writing, setting forth 
in detail the manner and form in which 
it has complied with the order to cease 
and desist contained herein. 

Issued: December 1, 1960. 

By the Commission. 

[seal] Robert M. Parrish, 

Secretary. 

[F.R. Doc. 61-3229; Filed, Apr. 11, 1961; 

8:46 a.m.l 


[Docket 7913 c.o.] 

part 13—PROHIBITED TRADE 
PRACTICES 

Bob Wilson, Inc., et al. 

Subpart—Advertising falsely or mis¬ 
leadingly: § 13.70 Fictitious or mislead¬ 
ing guarantees; § 13.71 Financing; 
§ 13.85 Government approval, action, 
connection or standards: § 13.85-65 
States; § 13.105 Individual’s special 
selection or situation; § 13.205 Scien¬ 
tific or other relevant facts; § 13.260 
Terms and conditions. 

(Sec. 6, 38 Stat. 721; 15 U.S.C. 46. Interpret 
or apply sec. 5, 38 Stat. 719, as amended; 15 
U.S.C. 45) [Cease and desist order, Bob 
Wison, Inc. (Washington, D.C.), et al., 
Docket 7913, November 30, 1960] 

In the Matter of Boh Wilson, Inc., a Cor¬ 
poration, Trading as Dan Brown, and 
Monroe Lenoff, Individually and as an 
Officer of the Said Corporation, and 
Marvin H. Greenfield, Phillip Ruben- 
stein, and Jack Kennedy, Individually 

Consent order requiring used car 
dealers in Washington, D.C., to cease 
making false claims concerning down 
payments, financing rates and plans, 
monthly terms, guarantees on their used 
cars, etc., as in the order below indicated. 

The order to cease and desist is as 
follows: 

It is ordered, That respondents Bob 
Wilson, Inc., a corporation doing busi¬ 
ness under its own name or trading as 
Dan Brown, or under any other name, 
and its officers, and Monroe Lenoff, 
Marvin H. Greenfield, and Philip Rubin¬ 
stein, individually, and respondents’ 
agents, representatives and employees, 
directly or through any corporate or 
other device, in connection with the of¬ 
fering for sale, sale or distribution of 
used automobiles in commerce, as “com¬ 
merce” is defined in the Federal Trade 
Commission Act, do forthwith cease and 
desist from representing, directly or by 
implication, that: 

1. Used automobiles will be delivered 
to purchasers upon the payment of one 
dollar or any other amount, or without 
a payment, unless after purchasers 
make such payment, or the sale is made 


without a down payment, the automobile 
is in fact put into the purchasers’ un¬ 
restricted possession; 

2. No loans are necessary to make a 
purchase of a used automobile, for the 
purchase or delivery of which the pur¬ 
chaser must in fact obtain a loan; 

3. They offer terms of $14.00 per 
month or over a period of 48 months; 
or that they offer terms in any other 
amount per month or any other period 
of time, that is not in accordance with 
the facts; 

4. They offer or make available bank 
rate financing; or misrepresenting in 
any manner the financing rate under 
which used automobiles are sold; 

5. Used automobiles are guaranteed 
unless the terms and conditions of the 
guarantee and the manner in which the 
guarantor will perform are clearly set 
forth; 

6. Used automobiles are approved for 
District of Columbia or Virginia inspec¬ 
tion; 

7. Special financing plans are offered 
for any grade of District of Columbia 
or Federal Government employees or 
that a special department or special fi¬ 
nancing plan is available for military 
personnel. 

It is further ordered, That respond¬ 
ents Bob Wilson, Inc., a corporation, 
trading as Dan Brown, or under any 
other name, and its officers, and Monroe 
Lenoff, Marvin H. Greenfield, and Philip 
Rubinstein, individually, and respond¬ 
ents’ agents, representatives and em¬ 
ployees, directly or through any corpo¬ 
rate or any other device, in connection 
with the offering for sale, sale or dis¬ 
tribution of used automobiles in com¬ 
merce, as “commerce” is defined in the 
Federal Trade Commission Act, do forth¬ 
with cease and desist from: Making any 
false, misleading or deceptive statement, 
directly or by implication, concerning the 
down payment, financing costs, rates, 
terms, plans respecting and methods of 
financing, or the guarantees or warran¬ 
ties offered with respect to such used 
automobiles. 

It is further ordered, That the com¬ 
plaint, insofar as it relates to respond¬ 
ent John F. Kennedy, be, and the same 
hereby is, dismissed, and that the com¬ 
plaint be, and the same hereby is, dis¬ 
missed as to respondent Monroe Lenoff 
as an officer of the corporate respondent. 

By “Decision of the Commission”, etc., 
report of compliance was required as 
follows: 

It is ordered. That respondents Bob 
Wilson, Inc., a corporation, doing busi¬ 
ness under its own name or trading as 
Dan Brown, and Monroe Lenoff, Marvin 
H. Greenfield and Philip Rubinstein, in¬ 
dividually, shall, within sixty (60) days 
after service upon them of this order, file 
with the Commission a report in writ¬ 
ing, setting forth in detail the manner 
and form in which they have complied 
with the order to cease and desist. 

Issued: November 30,1960. 

By the Commission. 

[seal] Robert M. Parrish, 

Secretary. 

[F.R. Doc. 61-3230; Filed, Apr. 11, 1961; 

8:46 a.m.] 
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RULES AND REGULATIONS 


[Docket 7851 C.O.] 

PART 13—PROHIBITED TRADE " 
PRACTICES 

Gojer, Inc. 

Subpart—Discriminating in price 
under sec. 2, Clayton Act—Price Dis¬ 
crimination under 2(a) : § 13.736 Group 
buying organizations; § 13.770 Quantity 
rebates or discounts; [Discriminating in 
price under sec. 2, Clayton Act!—Fur¬ 
nishing services or facilities for proc¬ 
essing, handling, etc. under 2(e): § 13.842 
Missionary personnel. 1 

(Sec. 6, 38 Stat. 721; 15 U.S.C. 46. Inter¬ 
pret or apply sec. 2, 49 Stat. 1527; 15 U.S.C. 
13) [Cease and desist order, Gojer, Inc., 
Akron, O., Docket 7851, December 1, 1960] 

Consent order requiring the Akron, O., 
manufacturer of a hand cleaner known 
as “Go-Jo”, other soap and cleaning 
products and dispensers therefor, to 
cease discriminating in price in viola¬ 
tion of section 2(a) of the Clayton Act 
by such practices as allowing purchas¬ 
ers in its “Jobber” classification who 
bought from 35 to 74 cases a 5 percent 
discount off jobber prices and those who 
bought 75 cases or more a 10 percent 
discount; and by allowing “Warehouse 
Group” buyers a 1V 2 percent functional 
discount off jobber prices on their in¬ 
dividual purchases made through the 
“Group” and a 20 percent discount on 
each order of 5,000 pounds or more made 
by the “Warehouse Group”; and to cease 
violating section 2(e) of the Clayton Act 
by furnishing certain purchasers, but 
not their competitors, the services of 
“missionary” personnel to accompany 
the favored purchaser’s salesmen in the 
field and give them on-the-job training 
in the sale of respondent’s products. 

The order to cease and desist is as 
follows: 

It is ordered, That respondent Gojer, 
Inc., a corporation, and its officers, em¬ 
ployees, agents, and representatives, di¬ 
rectly or through any corporate or other 
device, in or in connection with the 
offering for sale, sale or distribution of 
any of its products in commerce, as 
“commerce” is defined in the Clayton 
Act, as amended, do forthwith cease and 
desist from discriminating, directly or 
indirectly, in the price of such products 
of like grade and quality: 

1. By selling such products to any pur¬ 
chaser at net prices higher than the net 
prices charged any other purchaser com¬ 
peting in the resale or distribution of 
such products; 

2. By selling such products to any pur¬ 
chaser at net prices higher than the net 
prices charged any other purchaser, 
where respondent, in the sale or distri¬ 
bution of such products, is in competition 
with any other seller. 

It is further ordered, That respondent 
Gojer, Inc., a corporation, and its officers, 
employees, agents and representatives, 
directly or through any corporate or 
other device, in or in connection with the 
offering for sale, sale or distribution of 
any of its products in commerce, as 
“commerce” is defined in the Clayton 


1 New. 


Act, as amended, do forthwith cease and 
desist from: Furnishing, contracting to 
furnish, or contributing to the furnish¬ 
ing of services or facilities in connection 
with the handling, processing, sale or 
offering for sale of respondent’s products 
to any purchaser from respondent of 
such products bought for resale, when 
such services or facilities are not ac¬ 
corded on proportionally equal terms to 
all other purchasers from respondent 
who resell such products in competition 
with such purchasers who receive such 
services or facilities. 

By “Decision of the Commission”, etc., 
report of compliance was required as 
follows: 

It is further ordered, That respondent 
Gojer, Inc., a corporation, shall, within 
sixty (60) days after service upon it of 
this order, file with the Commission a 
report, in writing, setting forth in detail 
the manner and form in which it has 
complied with the order to cease and 
desist. 

Issued: December 1, 1960. 

By the Commission. 

[seal] Robert M. Parrish, 

Secretary. 

[P.R. Doc. 61-3231; Filed, Apr. 11, 1961; 

8:46 a.m.] 

Title 17—COMMODITY AND 
SECURITIES EXCHANGES 

Chapter II—Securities and Exchange 
Commission 

PART 201—RULES OF PRACTICE 

PART 230—GENERAL RULES AND 
REGULATIONS, SECURITIES ACT OF 
1933 

PART 240—RULES AND REGULA¬ 
TIONS UNDER SECURITIES EX¬ 
CHANGE ACT OF 1934 

PART 250—GENERAL RULES AND 
REGULATIONS, PUBLIC UTILITY 
HOLDING COMPANY ACT OF 1935 

PART 260—GENERAL RULES AND 
REGULATIONS, TRUST INDENTURE 
ACT OF 1939 

Miscellaneous Amendments 

The Securities and Exchange Com¬ 
mission has amended the applicable 
provisions of its rules of practice and 
related rules under the laws it adminis¬ 
ters, to extend the prohibition of the 
rules against disclosure by Commission 
employees of non-public information in 
the files of the Commission. 

Heretofore, these rules prohibited offi¬ 
cers and employees of the Commission, 
without specific authorization of the 
Commission, from making available to 
any person other than a member, offi¬ 
cer or employee of the Commission, 
whether in response to a subpoena or 
otherwise, any information or document 
obtained during the course of any pri¬ 
vate investigation conducted by the 
Commission. The amendment extends 


this prohibition to information in “any 
other non-public records of the Commis¬ 
sion,” whether obtained in an inves¬ 
tigation or otherwise. 

In addition to the amendments of its 
Rules of Practice, particularly Rule 26 
(c) thereof, the Commission has so mod¬ 
ified its Rule 122 under the Securities 
Act of 1933, Rule 0-4 under the Securi¬ 
ties Exchange Act of 1934, Rule 104(c) 
under the Public Utility Holding Com¬ 
pany Act of 1935, and Rule 0-6 under 
the Trust Indenture Act of 1939, all as 
set forth below. The action was taken 
pursuant to sections 19(a), 23(a), 20(a), 
and 319(a) of the respective laws. In¬ 
asmuch as the revisions of the rules 
relate only to agency management and 
personnel, the provisions of section 4 of 
the Administrative Procedure Act deal¬ 
ing with rule-revision procedure is not 
deemed applicable. 

I. In § 201.26(c), the second sentence 
is amended by inserting the words “or 
any other non-public records of the 
Commission” immediately after the 
words “confidential information or docu¬ 
ments”. As so amended, the second sen¬ 
tence reads: “Officers and employees are 
hereby prohibited from making such 
confidential information or documents or 
any other non-public records of the 
Commission available to anyone other 
than a member, officer, or employee of 
the Commission, unless the Commission 
authorizes the disclosure of such infor¬ 
mation or the production of such docu¬ 
ments as not being contrary to the pub¬ 
lic interest.” 

II. In § 230.122, the second sentence is 
amended by inserting the words “or any 
other nonpublic records of the Commis¬ 
sion” immediately after the words “con¬ 
fidential information or documents.” 
As so amended, the second sentence 
reads: “Officers and employees are here¬ 
by prohibited from making such con¬ 
fidential information or documents or 
any other non-public records of the 
Commission available to anyone other 
than a member, officer, or employee of 
the Commission, unless the Commission 
authorizes the disclosure of such infor¬ 
mation or the production of such docu¬ 
ments as not being contrary to the public 
interest ” 

III. In § 240.0-4, the second sentence 
is amended by inserting the words “or 
any other non-public records of tne 
Commission” immediately after the 
words “confidential information or docu¬ 
ments”. As so amended, the second sen¬ 
tence reads: “Officers and employees are 
hereby prohibited from making sue 
confidential information or document 
or any other non-public records ot tne 
Commission available to anyone ot 
than a member, officer, or employee 
the Commission, unless the Commission 
authorizes the disclosure of such wot- 
mation or the production of such d 
ments as not being contrary to the p 

interest §250 104(c)i the second sen- 

tence is amended by inserting the wo 
“or any other non-public records of tne 
Commission” immediately af er 
w r ords “confidential information 0 
ments”. As so amended, the second en^ 
tence reads: “Officers and emp y 
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hereby prohibited from making such 
confidential information or documents 
or any other non-public records of the 
Commission available to anyone other 
than a member, officer, or employee of 
the Commission, unless the Commission 
authorizes the disclosure of such infor¬ 
mation or the production of such docu¬ 
ments as not being contrary to the public 
interest.” 

V. In § 260.0-6, the second sentence is 
amended by inserting the words “or any 
other non-public records of the Commis¬ 
sion” immediately after the words “con¬ 
fidential information or documents”. As 
so amended, the second sentence reads: 
“Officers and employees are hereby pro¬ 
hibited from making such confidential 
information or documents or any other 
non-public records of the Commission 
available to anyone other than a mem¬ 
ber, officer, or employee of the Commis¬ 
sion, unless the Commission authorizes 
the disclosure of such information or 
the production of such documents as not 
being contrary to the public interest.” 

By the Commission. 

[seal] Orval L. DuBois, 

Secretary. 

April 5, 1961. 

[F.R. Doc. 61-3268; Filed, Apr. 11, 1961; 

8:51 a.m.] 


Title 22—FOREIGN RELATIONS 

Chapter I—Department of State 

SUBCHAPTER G—INTERNATIONAL EDUCA¬ 
TIONAL EXCHANGE SERVICE 

[Dept. Reg. 108.468] 

PART 61—-PAYMENTS TO AND ON 
BEHALF OF PARTICIPANTS IN THE 

international educational 

EXCHANGE PROGRAM 

Miscellaneous Amendments 

Section 61.3 Grants to foreign partici¬ 
pants to observe, consult , or demonstrate 
special skills, is amended, in part, as 
follows: 


(0 Per diem allowances. Per diem al¬ 
lowance not to exceed $20 in lieu of sub- 
tho!? 06 expe . nses while participating ir 
rit/^ r0gram in United States, its ter- 
w r ^ f s , or Possessions and while travel- 
itf ? r between the United States 
tones or Possessions; Provided 
Sem of; T? at in certain cases a pe: 
izeri ff. 1 ! 0 e . xceed $ 25 ma y be author- 
position n pa ^ cipan t s Whose status anc 
require special treatment 
to eLii°^ nce - . An all owance of nol 

travelingtn 7 ° iJ 1 . 11611 of per diem whil< 

Zi tVh and from the United States 
Tuition , 07id related expenses 
bon with n flH 6la i ed expenses in connec- 
w orkshnnc a ^ endance at seminars anc 
other events f n r ? fess ^ onal meetings, oi 
of the grant m keeping with the Purpose 

^LalT\ and National materiah 
books anri ph? reasonabl e allowance foi 

(g) , ducatlona l materials. 

funds includHn 6 ° f nds ' Advanc e oi 

inc iuding per diem. 


2. In § 61.4 Grants to foreign partici¬ 
pants to lecture, teach, and engage in 
research or training , paragraph (c) is 
amended to read as follows: 

(c) Per diem allowance. Per diem 
allowance not to exceed $15 in lieu of 
subsistence expenses while participating 
in the program in the United States, its 
territories or possessions and while trav¬ 
eling within or between the United 
States, its territories or possessions. 

3. In § 61.5 Grants to foreign partici¬ 
pants to study, paragraph (c) is amend¬ 
ed to read as follows: 

(c) Per diem allowance. (1) Per diem 
allowance not to exceed $12 in lieu of 
subsistence expenses while traveling 
from point of entry in the United States, 
its territories or possessions, to orienta¬ 
tion centers and educational institutions 
of affiliation, and thence to point of de¬ 
parture, and while participating in au¬ 
thorized field trips or conferences. 

(2) Per diem allowance not to exceed 
$8 while present and in attendance at an 
educational institution, facility or or¬ 
ganization. 

Dated: April 5, 1961. 

For the Secretary of State. 

Herman Pollack, 

Acting Assistant Secretary for 
Administration. 

[F.R. Doc. 61-3267; Filed, Apr. 11, 1961; 

8:50 a.m.] 


Title 24—HOUSING AND 
HOUSING CREDIT 

Chapter II—Federal Housing Adminis¬ 
tration, Housing and Home Finance 
Agency 

SUBCHAPTER A—GENERAL 

PART 200—INTRODUCTION 

Subpart D—Delegations of Basic 
Authority and Functions 

Miscellaneous Amendments 

In Part 200 the pertinent section head¬ 
ing in the table of contents is revoked as 
follows: 

Sec. 

200.76 [Revoked.] 

In § 200.54 paragraphs (b) and (g) 
are amended and new paragraphs (h), 
(i), and (j) are added as follows: 

§ 200.54 Assistant Commissioner for 
Field Operations and Deputy. 
***** 

(b) To develop and recommend poli¬ 
cies and establish operating plans and 
procedures for the insurance of home 
mortgages and property improvement 
loans. 

***** 

(g) To issue or cancel contracts of in¬ 
surance under Title I of the National 
Housing Act and transfer such contracts 


and the rights and benefits accruing 
thereunder between lending institutions, 
and to supervise activities in connection 
with the Certified Agency Program and 
to designate, qualify and certify ap¬ 
proved mortgagees as agents of the Fed¬ 
eral Housing Administration to process 
mortgage insurance applications and is¬ 
sue commitments for insurance. 

(h) To exercise the authority of the 
Commissioner under the regulations 
governing the insurance of loans under 
section 2 of Title I of the National Hous¬ 
ing Act in any instance which is sub¬ 
ject to the approval of the Commissioner. 

(i) To reject or accept for insurance 
loans or advances of credit made under 
the provisions of section 2 of Title I of 
the National Housing Act that require 
the prior approval of the Federal Hous¬ 
ing Commissioner. 

(j) To institute precautionary meas¬ 
ures with respect to any dealer or con¬ 
tractor operating under the provisions of 
section 2 of Title I of the National 
Housing Act. 

Section 200.73 is amended by adding a 
new paragraph (d) as follows: 

§ 200.73 Assistant Commissioner for 
Audit and Examination and Deputy. 
***** 

(d) To direct and supervise surveys of 
Title I lending institutions to assure 
compliance with established policies and 
terms of insurance contracts. 

Section 200.76 is revoked as follows: 

§ 200.76 Assistant Commissioner for 
Title I and Deputy. [Revoked] 

Section 200.77 is amended by adding 
paragraphs (r) and (s) as follows: 

§ 200.77 Comptroller and Deputy. 
***** 

(r) To develop and recommend poli¬ 
cies, rules and procedures covering all 
phases of the settlement of Title I claims 
and the liquidation of defaulted Title I 
loans acquired in connection therewith. 

(s) To exercise the authority of the 
Commissioner in any instance which is 
subject to the approval of the Commis¬ 
sioner in connection with the settle¬ 
ment of claims under section 2 of 
Title I of the National Housing Act and 
the liquidation of defaulted Title I loans 
acquired in connection therewith. 

In § 200.85 paragraph (a) is amended 
to read as follows: 

§ 200.85 Executive Board. 

(a) Members. The committee called 
the Executive Board is comprised of 
the following members: Commissioner, 
Chairman; Deputy Commissioner (Ad¬ 
ministration) ; Deputy Commissioner 
(Operations), Vice Chairmen; General 
Counsel; Assistant Commissioner for 
Field Operations; Assistant Commis¬ 
sioner for Mortgages and Properties; 
Assistant Commissioner for Technical 
Standards; Assistant Commissioner for 
Programs; Assistant Commissioner for 
Audit and Examination; Assistant Com¬ 
missioner for Administration; and 
Comptroller. 
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In § 200.89 paragraph (a) (1) is 
amended to read as follows: 

§ 200.89 Substantial Compliance Com¬ 
mittee. 

(a) Members. (1) The Substantial 
Compliance Committee is comprised of 
the following members: Comptroller, 
Chairman; Assistant Commissioner for 
Administration; Assistant Commissioner 
for Programs; Assistant Commissioner 
for Field Operations; and the General 
Counsel, or their designees. 

(Sec. 2, 48 Stat. 1246, as amended; sec. 211, 
52 Stat. 23, as amended; sec. 607, 55 Stat. 
61, as amended; sec. 712, 62 Stat. 1281, as 
amended; sec. 907, 65 Stat. 301, as amended; 
sec. 807, 69 Stat. 651, as amended; 12 U.S.C. 
1703, 1715b, 1742, 1747k, 1748f, 1750f) 


Issued at Washington, D.C., April 6, 
1961. 


Neal J. Hardy, 

Federal Housing Commissioner. 

[F.R. Doc. 61-3246; Filed, Apr. 11, 1961; 
8:47 a.m.] 


SUBCHAPTER D—MULTIFAMILY AND GROUP 
HOUSING INSURANCE 

PART 235—MULTIFAMILY HOUSING 
FOR THE ELDERLY; ELIGIBILITY RE¬ 
QUIREMENTS OF MORTGAGE 

SUBCHAPTER F—URBAN RENEWAL AND NEIGH¬ 
BORHOOD CONSERVATION HOUSING INSUR¬ 
ANCE 

PART 268—MULTIFAMILY RELOCA¬ 
TION INSURANCE; ELIGIBILITY RE¬ 
QUIREMENT OF MORTGAGE 

Miscellaneous Amendments 

The following miscellaneous amend¬ 
ments have been made to this chapter: 

In § 235.4 paragraph (b) is amended 
to read as follows: 

§ 235.4 Maximum mortgage amounts— 
rehabilitation projects. 
***** 

(b) Adjusted mortgage amount — re¬ 
habilitation projects. A mortgage hav¬ 
ing a principal amount computed in 
compliance with the applicable provi¬ 
sions of this section, and which involves 
a project to be repaired or rehabilitated, 
shall be subject to the following addi¬ 
tional limitations: 

(1) Property held in fee. If the mort¬ 
gagor is the fee simple owner of the 
project, the maximum mortgage amount 
shall not exceed 100 percent of the Com¬ 
missioner’s estimate of the cost of the 
proposed repairs or rehabilitation. 

(2) Property subject to existing mort¬ 
gage. If the mortgagor owns the project 
subject to an outstanding indebtedness, 
which is to be refinanced with part of 
the insured mortgage, the maximum 
mortgage amount shall not exceed: 

(i) Nonprofit mortgagor. If the mort¬ 
gagor is a nonprofit mortgagor, the Com¬ 
missioner’s estimate of the cost of the 
repair or rehabilitation plus such por¬ 
tion of the outstanding indebtedness as 
does not exceed the Commissioner’s esti¬ 
mate of the fair market value of such 
land and improvements prior to the re¬ 
pair or rehabilitation; or 

(ii) Profit mortgagor. If the mort¬ 
gagor is a profit mortgagor, the Com¬ 


missioner’s estimate of the cost of repair 
or rehabilitation plus such portion of the 
outstanding indebtedness as does not 
exceed 90% of the Commissioner’s esti¬ 
mate of the fair market value of such 
land and improvements prior to the re¬ 
pair or rehabilitation. 

(3) Property to be acquired. If the 
project is to be acquired by the mortgagor 
and the purchase price is to be financed 
with a part of the insured mortgage, the 
maximum mortgage amount shall not 
exceed: 

(i) Nonprofit mortgagor. If the mort¬ 
gagor is a nonprofit mortgagor, the Com¬ 
missioner’s estimate of the cost of the 
proposed repair or rehabilitation plus the 
actual purchase price of the land and 
improvements, but not in excess of the 
Commissioner’s estimate of the fair 
market value of such land and improve¬ 
ments prior to the repair or rehabilita¬ 
tion; or 

(ii) Profit mortgagor. If the mort¬ 
gagor is a profit mortgagor: 

(a) 90% of the Commissioner’s esti¬ 
mate of the cost of the repair or rehabil¬ 
itation, plus 

(b) 90% of the actual purchase price 
of the land and improvements, or Com¬ 
missioner’s estimate of the fair market 
value of such land and improvements 
prior to the repair or rehabilitation, 
whichever is the lesser as provided in 
this (b). 

(Sec. 211, 52 Stat. 23; 12 U.S.C. 1715b. Inter¬ 
prets or applies sec. 231, 73 Stat. 665; 12 
U.S.C. 1715v) 

2. In § 268.10 paragraphs (b) and (c) 
are amended to read as follows: 

§ 268.10 Adjusted mortgage amount— 
rehabilitation projects. 
***** 

(b) Property subject to existing mort¬ 
gage. If the mortgagor owns the project 
subject to an outstanding indebtedness, 
which is to be refinanced with part of 
the insured mortgage, the maximum 
mortgage amount shall not exceed: 

(1) Nonprofit mortgagor. If the 
mortgagor is a nonprofit mortgagor, the 
Commissioner’s estimate of the cost of 
the repair or rehabilitation plus such 
portion of the outstanding indebtedness 
as does not exceed the Commissioner’s 
estimate of the fair market value of such 
land and improvements prior to the re¬ 
pair or rehabilitation; or 

(2) Profit mortgagor. If the mort¬ 
gagor is a profit mortgagor, the Com¬ 
missioner’s estimate of the cost of repair 
or rehabilitation plus such portion of the 
outstanding indebtedness as does not 
exceed 90% of the Commissioner’s esti¬ 
mate of the fair market value of such 
land and improvements prior to the re¬ 
pair or rehabilitation. 

(c) Property to be acquired. If the 
project is to be acquired by the mortga¬ 
gor and the purchase price is to be fi¬ 
nanced with a part of the insured mort¬ 
gage, the maximum mortgage amount 
shall not exceed: 

(1) Nonprofit mortgagor. If the 
mortgagor is a non-profit mortgagor, the 
Commissioner’s estimate of the cost of 
the proposed repair or rehabilitation plus 
the actual purchase price of the land 
and improvements, but not in excess of 


the Commissioner’s estimate of the fair 
market value of such land and improve¬ 
ments prior to the repair or rehabilita¬ 
tion; or 

(2) Profit mortgagor. If the mort¬ 
gagor is a profit mortgagor: 

(i) 90% of the Commissioner’s esti¬ 
mate of the cost of the repair or rehabili¬ 
tation, plus 

(ii) 90% of the actual price of the 
land and improvements, or the Commis¬ 
sioner’s estimate of the fair market value 
of such land and improvements prior to 
the repair or rehabilitation, whichever 
is the lesser as provided in this subdi¬ 
vision (ii). 


(Sec. 211, 52 Stat. 23; 12 U.S.C. 1715b. Inter¬ 
prets or applies sec. 221, 68 Stat. 599, as 
amended; 12 UJS.C. 1715Z) 


Issued at Washington, D.C., April 7, 
1961. 


Neal J. Hardy, 

Federal Housing Commissioner. 


[F.R. Doc. 61-3245; Filed, Apr. 11, 1901; 
8:47 a.m.] 


Title 47—TELECOMMUNICATION 

Chapter I—Federal Communications 
Commission 

[FCC 61-450] 

PART 1—PRACTICE AND 
PROCEDURE 


Processing of Applications 

At a session of the Federal Communi¬ 
cations Commission held at its offices in 
Washington, D.C., on the 5th day of 
April 1961; 

The Commission having under consid¬ 
eration § 1.546 of its rules concerning 
the processing of applications in the 
Safety and Special Radio Services; and 
It appearing that the Commission has 
this date by separate order adopted an 
amendment to section 0.291(b) (7) of its 
Statement of Organization, Delegation 
of Authority, and Other Information, 
which extends a time limitation therei 
from 90 to 180 days; and 

It further appearing that § 1.54t>w; 
(2) should be amended to reflect sucn 
change in said Section 0.291(b) (7), a 
It further appearing that authority lor 
the amendment ordered herein is con¬ 
tained in sections 4(i), 5(d) (D> 

303 (r) of the Communications Act o 
1934, as amended; and 

It further appearing that the publi 
notice and effective date Provisions o 
Section 4 of the Administrative Proce 
dure Act are inapplicable to the ame 
ment ordered herein because ^ “V 
internal organization and Pf oce ^ U 
It is ordered , That effective Apn U £ 
1961; § 1.546(b)(2) of the ComI ^ s * is 
rules of practice and procedur 
amended to read as follows. 

§ 1.546 How applications are process^ • 


Requests are made for waiver of, 
ption to, a rule for a P cer . 
f 180 days, but not indudtog^ w 
egories of requests for ship 
of 180 days pertaining t 
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stations covered by section 0.291(b) (13) 
of the Commission’s Statement of Or- 
ganization, Delegations of Authority, 
and Other Information. 


,cp, 4 48 Stat. 1066, as amended; 47 U.S.C. 
54 Interprets or applies sec. 303, 48 Stat. 
1082, as amended; 47 U.S.C. 303) 


Released: April 7,1961. 


Federal Communications 
Commission, 

[seal] Ben F. Waple, 

Acting Secretary. 


IFH. Doc. 61-3254; Filed, Apr. 11, 1961; 
8:49 a.m.] 


[Docket No. 13901; FCC 61-446] 

p AR T 3 —RADIO BROADCAST 
SERVICES 

PART 13—COMMERCIAL RADIO 
OPERATORS 


Operator Requirements During 
CONELRAD Drills and Tests 


1. On December 27, 1960, the Commis¬ 
sion released a notice of proposed rule 
making (FCC 60-1527) in the above- 
entitled matter requesting comments 
from interested parties. Said Notice 
was duly published in the Federal Reg¬ 
ister (25 F.R. 13986, December 30, 1960) 
and the time for filing comments has 
elapsed. No comments have been 
received. 

2. The proposal authorizes certain 
radio operators, below the grade of first- 
class radiotelephone, to perform the 
same functions in connection with 
CONELRAD Drills and tests as they are 
presently authorized to perform in con¬ 
nection with a CONELRAD Radio Alert. 
The rules adopted herein relieve a re¬ 
striction with regard to certain operator 
requirements and therefore, under the 
provisions of section 4(c) of the Ad¬ 
ministrative Procedure Act, may be made 
effective less than 30 days following pub¬ 
lications in the Federal Register. The 
early effective date will permit such op¬ 
erators to function during the CONEL¬ 
RAD Drill which is scheduled for April 
28, 1961. Adoption of the proposed 
amendments will clearly serve the pub¬ 
lic interest, convenience, and necessity. 

3. In view of the foregoing: It is or¬ 
dered, Under the authority contained in 
sections 1, 4(i> , and 303(r) of the Com¬ 
munications Act of 1934, as amended, 
that Parts 3 and 13 of the Commission’s 
hues are amended, effective April 27, 
1961, as set forth below. 

(See. 4, 48 Stat. 1066, as amended; 47 U.S.C. 
infto Inter Prets or applies sec. 303, 48 Stat. 
m2 > as amended; 47 U.S.C. 303) 

Adopted: April 5, 1961. 

Released: April 7, 1961 . 


[seal] 


Federal Communications 
Commission, 

Ben F. Waple, 

Acting Secretary. 


Preepri at ? ortion of § 3.93(b), 
to r ff! S ^Paragraph (1), is a 
10 r ead as follows: 

No. 69 -a 


§ 3.93 Operator requirements. 

***** 

(b) A station which is authorized for 
non-directional operation with power of 
10 kilowatts or less may be operated by 
persons holding commercial radio oper¬ 
ator license of any class when the equip¬ 
ment is so designed that the stability 
of the frequency is maintained by the 
transmitter itself within the limits of 
tolerance specified, and none of the op¬ 
erations, except those specified in sub- 
paragraphs (1) through (4) of this 
paragraph, necessary to be performed 
during the course of normal operation 
may cause off-frequency operation or re¬ 
sult in any unauthorized radiation. (A 
person holding any class of radio oper¬ 
ator license or permit who is authorized 
thereunder to perform limited operation 
of a standard broadcast station may, 
when a CONELRAD Radio Alert is 
called, or for the purpose of participa¬ 
tion in a drill or test of the Emergency 
Broadcast System, make adjustments 
necessary to effect operation in ac¬ 
cordance with a National Defense Emer¬ 
gency Authorization: Provided, That 
the station’s full-time radiotelephone 
first-class operator shall have previously 
instructed such person in the adjust¬ 
ments to the transmitter which are 
necessary to accomplish operation in the 
Emergency Broadcast System.) Adjust¬ 
ments of transmitting equipment by 
such operators, except when under the 
immediate supervision of a radiotele¬ 
phone first-class operator, shall be lim¬ 
ited to the following: 

2. Section 13.62(d) is amended to read 
as follows: 

§ 13.62 Special privileges. 

***** 

(d) When a CONELRAD Alert, or a 
drill, or test of the Emergency Broadcast 
System is called, a person holding any 
class of radio operator license or permit 
who is authorized thereunder to perform 
limited operation of a standard broad¬ 
cast station may make any adjustments 
necessary to effect operation on an 
Emergency Broadcast System frequency 
in accordance with the station’s National 
Defense Emergency Authorization: Pro¬ 
vided, That the station’s responsible 
first-class radiotelephone operator (s) 
shall have previously instructed such 
person in the adjustments to the trans¬ 
mitter which are necessary to accom¬ 
plish operation in the Emergency Broad¬ 
cast System. 

[F.R. Doc. 61-3256; Filed, Apr. 11, 1961; 

8:49 a.m.] 


[FCC 61-453] 

PART 10—PUBLIC SAFETY RADIO 
SERVICES 

Frequency Coordination Requirement 
for Special Emergency Applicants 

At a session before the Federal Com¬ 
munications Commission held at its 
offices in Washington, D.C., on the 5th 
day of April 1961; 

It appearing that the Commission in 
its Report and Order in Docket No. 
13475 (FCC 60-818), as a result of a 
notice of proposed rule making deter¬ 


mined that Special -Emergency appli¬ 
cants for a “split channel” frequency 
should be relieved from the burden of 
obtaining coordination clearance (i.e., 
consent) from co-channel Special Emer¬ 
gency Radio Service users; and 
It further appearing that in a later 
Order (FCC 61-268), the Commission 
extended this relaxation for Special 
Emergency applicants seeking a “15 kc 
split channel” frequency by enabling 
such applicants to satisfy the necessary 
frequency coordination requirements 
without having to consider other Special 
Emergency licensees authorized to oper¬ 
ate within ±30 kc of the requested 
frequency; and 

It further appearing that one final step 
must be taken to place applicants for a 
“30 kc split channel” Special Emergency 
frequency on a par with applicants for 
the “15 kc split channels”; and 

It further appearing that this equality 
can be realized by amendment of § 10.462 
(f) (15) to provide that Special Emer¬ 
gency applicants for the 30 kc frequen¬ 
cies involved need only coordinate with 
users in other services; and 

It further appearing that the amend¬ 
ment ordered herein merely extends the 
coordination procedures now applicable 
to “15 kc split channels” to “30 kc split 
channels”; that the Commission has no 
reason to believe that any party would 
submit adverse comments on these pro¬ 
cedures if afforded an opportunity to 
do so; hence that notice and public 
procedure are unnecessary; and 

It further appearing that since the 
amendment ordered imposes no new re¬ 
quirements but rather relieves an exist¬ 
ing requirement, the amendment may 
be made effective less than thirty days 
after publication as provided in section 
4(c) of the Administrative Procedures 
Act; and 

It further appearing that the amend¬ 
ment adopted herein is issued pursuant 
to authority contained in sections 4(i) 
and 303 of the Communications Act of 
1934, as amended; 

It is ordered, That effective April 20, 
1961, § 10.462(f) (15) is amended to read 
as follows: 

§ 10.462 Frequencies available to the 
Special Emergency Radio Service. 
***** 

(f ) * * * 

(15) Available for assignment: Pro¬ 
vided, That prior to November 1, 1963, 
application is accompanied by a state¬ 
ment under oath that licensees of all 
stations, excluding Special Emergency 
stations, located within a radius of 75 
miles of the proposed location and au¬ 
thorized to operate on a frequency 30 kc 
or less removed have concurred with 
such assignment or is accompanied by 
an acceptable engineering report indi¬ 
cating that harmful interference to the 
operation of such existing stations will 
not be caused. 

Released: April 7, 1961. 

Federal Communications 
Commission, 

[seal] Ben F. Waple, 

Acting Secretary. 

[F.R. Doc. 61-3255; Filed, Apr. 11, 1961; 
8:49 a.m.] 









Proposed Rule Making 


DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE 

Agricultural Marketing Service 
[ 7 CFR Part 902 ] 

[Docket No. AO-293-A3 J 

MILK IN WASHINGTON, D.C., 
MARKETING AREA 

Decision on Proposed Amendments to 

Tentative Marketing Agreement 

and Order 

Pursuant to the provisions of the Agri¬ 
cultural Marketing Agreement Act of 
1937, as amended (7 U.S.C. 601 et seq.), 
and the applicable rules of practice and 
procedure governing the formulation of 
marketing agreements and marketing 
orders (7 CFR Part 900), a public hear¬ 
ing was held at Washington, D.C., on 
September 28 and 29, 1960, pursuant to 
notice thereof issued on September 6, 
1960 (25 F.R. 8745). 

Upon the basis of the evidence intro¬ 
duced at the hearing and the record 
thereof, the Deputy Administrator, Agri¬ 
cultural Marketing Service, on December 
20, 1960 (25 F.R. 13720; F.R. Doc. 60- 
11931) and on February 10, 1961 (26 F.R. 
1287; F.R. Doc. 61-1336), filed with the 
Hearing Clerk, United States Depart¬ 
ment of Agriculture, his recommended 
decisions containing notice of the op¬ 
portunity to file written exceptions 
thereto. 

The material issues on the record of 
the hearing relate to: 

1. Modification of the definition of 
“handler” to cover a cooperative associa¬ 
tion with respect to farmers’ milk deliv¬ 
ered to pool plants in trucks owned, 
operated, or controlled by the associa¬ 
tion; 

2. Permitting unlimited diversion of a 
producer’s milk in certain circum¬ 
stances; 

3. Accounting for milk received from 
a nonpool plant to which producer milk 
is diverted from a pool plant; 

4. Accounting for shrinkage; 

5. The price level for Class I milk; 

6. The price for milk used in the man¬ 
ufacture of butter and cheese; 

7. Establishment of a base-excess 
plan; and 

8. Miscellaneous provisions. 

Proposals 9 and 10 in the notice of 

hearing were not supported by any tes¬ 
timony at the hearing and, accordingly, 
no findings or conclusions with respect 
to those proposals are contained herein. 

Findings and conclusions. The follow¬ 
ing findings and conclusions on the 
material issues are based on evidence 
presented at the hearing and the record 
thereof: 

1. Cooperative association as handler 
on bulk tank milk. The definition of 
handler should not be changed to make 
a cooperative association a handler on 
bulk tank milk “caused to be delivered” 
to other handlers’ pool plants. 

3106 


A proprietary handler proposed that a 
cooperative association should be the 
receiving handler with respect to bulk 
tank milk of a farmer member which the 
cooperative causes to be delivered to a 
pool plant of another handler in a 
tank truck owned, operated, or controlled 
by the association. This proposal was 
offered to reduce problems in accounting 
for such milk, particularly as to weights, 
butterfat tests, and recordkeeping. 

In this market, most of the milk re¬ 
ceived at pool plants is delivered from 
farms in tank trucks. A large percent¬ 
age of the producers are members of 
cooperative associations. In some cases 
member milk is delivered largely to the 
association’s plant (s) while members of 
other associations deliver their milk di¬ 
rectly to pool plants not owned or con¬ 
trolled by the association. There was 
no instance shown in which trucks are 
owned by a cooperative association or 
in which truckers are employees of, or 
under contract to, an association. 

The truck drivers are licensed weigh¬ 
ers and samplers under the regulations 
of the State in which they pick up the 
milk at the farm. Such drivers, who 
measure milk at the farm and take milk 
samples, are not under the authority 
or control of the cooperative association 
of which the farmer is a member. From 
time to time the association provides 
an employee to ride on the truck with 
the driver to check the measuring and 
sampling operation. The employee ob¬ 
serves but does not have authority to 
command the driver. The same oppor¬ 
tunity for surveillance is available also 
to the handler who purchases the milk 
from the association. 

When milk is delivered to a plant in 
a tank truck, the driver leaves at the 
plant an individual weight ticket for 
each producer. Such weight shown on 
the ticket is a derived figure arrived at 
by converting the dip-stick measurement 
made at the farm to a figure in terms of 
pounds of milk. The driver also leaves 
samples at the plant which, in the case 
of one cooperative association, are later 
picked up by an employee of the associa¬ 
tion for transportation to a laboratory. 

In view of the above circumstances, 
we find no basis in the record for placing 
on any cooperative association in the 
market greater responsibility than exists 
at present for the handling and account¬ 
ing of bulk tank milk from the time it 
leaves the farm until delivered to a pool 
plant. The proposed change in the 
handler definition therefore should not 
be adopted. 

2. Diversions. No change should be 
made in the periods during which milk 
of a producer may be diverted. 

A handler proposed that a cooperative 
association should be allowed to divert a 
member producer’s milk to a nonpool 
plant on each day of the month if 70 
percent of the membership of the co¬ 
operative association are producers 


whose milk is regularly delivered to pool 
plants. This proposal was intended to 
assure a steady supply of milk to his 
manufacturing plant at Frederick, 
Maryland. Cottage cheese, nonfat dry 
milk and condensed milk are produced 
at the plant and fluid cream is shipped 
therefrom to his Washington plant. 

Since the pool plant provisions of the 
order were amended November 1, 1959, 
to add § 902.9(c), the Frederick plant 
has qualified as a pool plant pursuant to 
this provision. Under this provision the 
plant qualifies on the basis that it makes 
shipments of cream to a pool plant dis¬ 
tributing in the market and all milk re¬ 
ceived at such plant from dairy farmers 
is from members of a cooperative asso¬ 
ciation of which 70 percent or more of 
the members are qualified producers 
whose milk is regularly received at other 
pool plants qualified pursuant to § 902.9 
(a). The proposal to allow unlimited di¬ 
versions was offered so that if in any 
month the plant failed to qualify as a 
pool plant it could continue, as a non¬ 
pool plant, to receive all the milk of 
the same producers. 

The diversion provision in the order, 
contained in the definition of “produc¬ 
er”, allows for unlimited diversion of 
producer milk to a nonpool plant during 
March through September, and on 8 days 
of any month during October through 
February. 

The plant in question is located in an 
area of heavy milk production where 
many of the dairy farmers are producers 
under this order and have supplied the 
Washington market over a long period. 
The proponent handler claimed, how¬ 
ever, that if the plant became a nonpool 
plant, maintenance of producer status 
for the farmers now supplying the plant 
would entail uneconomical hauling. 
For 22 days of each 30-day month dur¬ 
ing the October-March period each 
farmer’s milk would need to be hauled 
to a pool plant to qualify the farmer as 


i producer. 

The diversion of producer milk to non- 
>ool plants by cooperative associations 
>r pool plant operators is recognized as 
i means of promoting the orderly han- 
lling of reserve milk for the mar ^ p 
rhe proposal contemplates that tn 
)lant would be continuously served y 
he same group of dairy farmers duri g 
>eriods of nonpool status as have n 
nally served it during pool status, in 
lituation could develop, therefore, 
he plant would be continuously m n 
>ool status but the dairy farmers sup- 
dying it nevertheless would continu 
>roducer status. 

The identification of dairy fa 1 ,, 
vith the market as producers wh0 d 
■eceive the uniform price has been b 
in delivery of their milk to a pool Pl» 
o an extent which establishes th ® 
ociation with the market as a " ] 
ial part of its suppiy. ^ The pr?P°*® 
vould establish a different basis 
fying producers in that such status 





FEDERAL REGISTER 


3107 


Wednesday, April 12, 1961 


could be based on continuous delivery 
to a nonpool plant. It is apparent, also, 
thsit pool or nonpool status of the plant 
in question could depend upon the choice 
of the handler operating the plant. For 
these reasons the proposal does not give 
an appropriate basis for qualifying the 
dairy farmers delivering to the plant as 
producers. 

The proposal was not addressed to a 
reconsideration of the basis on which the 
plant may or may not qualify as a pool 
plant. Furthermore, the evidence does 
not show difficulty exists in qualifying 
the plant under the current order pro¬ 
vision. The problem of inadvertence in 
the receipt of milk which might dis¬ 
qualify the plant is a matter which can 
be controlled with ordinary business 
methods. 

Proponents’ exceptions contained a 
suggested modification of the producer 
definition which would specify further 
conditions for diversion to the plant in 
question in the event it fails to qualify 
as a pool plant. One of these conditions 
would be that any milk received at the 
plant from dairy farmers would be from 
members of a cooperative association as 
previously described or from farmers 
who qualify during the month as pro¬ 
ducers under another order. Neither 
this nor the suggested determination by 
the market administrator that certain 
farmers are regular shippers to the plant 
would provide a satisfactory basis for 
establishing such regular shippers as 
producers while the plant is a nonpool 
plant. Proponents’ exceptions further 
raise the question of whether producer 
status of farmers shipping to the plant 
should be lost for an entire month be¬ 
cause of a change in the plant’s opera¬ 
tions at some time during a month. So 
that producer status will not be lost for 
the month in such case, the definition of 
producer should be modified to allow 
these farmers to continue as producers 
to the end of the month if they were 
producers in the previous month shipping 
to the same plant which then was a pool 
plant. 


3. Classification of milk received from 
nonpool plants. The application of com¬ 
pensatory payments should be modified 
? the case of other source milk received 
irom a nonpool plant which receives 
milk from a pool plant. 

A handler proposed that milk received 
a pool plant from a nonpool plant be 
for as P rodl icer milk to the ex¬ 
tent that producer milk is diverted from 
nn^°° * ® ae nonpool plant. Pro- 

? ae . °P erates a manufacturing plant 
mio^i° US y referre d to) which currently 
q as a P° o1 Plant under § 902.9(c). 
miovi? purpose the proposal is to 
failed 66 a ^ any time Plant 

recpiv^ qUa ,! ify as a P° o1 Plant and yet 
if mi j k . of Producers’ diverted to 
miiv d ®r ived from such producer 
Plant win sh , lpped to the city bottling 
milk 5 „h’ be Seated as other source 
ubject to compensatory payments. 

consid^.K ring held September 23, 1959, 
» atl °n was given to a basis on 
Plant p? P ? ant mi ght qualify as a pool 
Plant Af e TL° USly U had loeen a nonpool 
the time of hearing its 
y Upply was Producer milk diverted 


to it. About half of the butterfat from 
such milk was moving to the handler’s 
pool plant in the form of cream. Since 
the amendment of November 1,1959, the 
plant has qualified continuously as a 
pool plant on the basis previously de¬ 
scribed. It has received, besides pro¬ 
ducer milk, also milk from plants regu¬ 
lated under other orders. 

If there is sufficient identification of 
the various types of receipts and dis¬ 
positions at the nonpool plant from 
which milk is moved, as well as at the 
pool plant to which it is moved, the obli¬ 
gation of the handler operating the pool 
plant may be computed in a manner 
which reflects the order pricing of milk 
received at the nonpool plant. For this 
purpose a more specific assignment of 
receipts at the nonpool plant to appro¬ 
priate use classifications is necessary. 

For producer milk diverted to nonpool 
approved plants, or milk transferred 
thereto from pool plants in the form 
of products specified in § 902.41(a) (1), 
the order now provides a system of as¬ 
signment in § 902.44(c). This provision 
assigns such receipts first to any Class 
I disposition from the nonpool plant into 
the marketing area. Remaining quan¬ 
tities of such receipts are assigned to 
the highest remaining uses at the non¬ 
pool plant after prior assignment of milk 
received from dairy farmers whom the 
market administrator determines con¬ 
stitute the regular source of supply for 
the plant. 

The more specific assignment of milk 
transferred or diverted to a nonpool 
approved plant should provide that it 
will be assigned first to Class I route 
disposition in the marketing area by 
the nonpool plant. This would be be¬ 
fore assignment of any other receipts at 
the nonpool plant. Secondly, such milk 
transferred or diverted to the nonpool 
approved plant would be assigned to 
Class I milk disposition of the nonpool 
plant made in the form of transfers to 
pool plants. Such transfers are classi¬ 
fied under the allocation procedure in 
§ 902.46(a) (3). The latter provision al¬ 
locates at the transferee pool plant such 
milk as a receipt of “other source milk”. 
Any remainder of the transfer and di¬ 
version to the nonpool plant would be 
assigned to the extent possible to other 
Class I use at the nonpool plant after 
prior assignment of milk from non¬ 
producer dairy farmers whom the 
market administrator determines con¬ 
stitute the regular fluid milk supply of 
the nonpool plant. A nonpool plant 
may receive in the same month milk in 
the form of both transfers and diver¬ 
sions. In this case the milk transferred 
and milk diverted to the nonpool plant 
should share pro rata the classification 
to be arrived at under the system just 
described. 

When milk is received at a pool plant 
from a nonpool approved plant not reg¬ 
ulated under any order, the system of 
assignment just described will recognize 
the extent to which such milk already 
has been priced as Class I milk under 
this order. Compensatory payments 
should not apply on milk so priced in 
computing the obligation of the pool 
plant receiving such other source milk. 


4. Shrinkage. No change should be 
made in the method of accounting for 
shrinkage. 

Two handler proposals were made to 
change the method of accounting for 
shrinkage. One of these was designed 
to fit order changes contemplated in 
another proposal which would make a 
cooperative association a handler with 
respect to milk it causes to be delivered 
to pool plants in tank trucks. This pro¬ 
posal would (1) increase from 1.5 per¬ 
cent to 2 percent the allowable amount 
of producer milk shrinkage which may 
be classified as Class II milk; and (2) 
divide the 2 percent shrinkage allowance 
in the case of milk transferred between 
handlers to allow the receiving handler 
(plant operator or cooperative associa¬ 
tion) 0.5 percent and the processing han¬ 
dler the remaining 1.5 percent. A 
shrinkage proposal sponsored by other 
handlers would simply increase the total 
allowance from 1.5 percent to 2 percent. 

In the decision issued May 1, 1959 
(24 F.R. 3630) the Assistant Secretary 
recognized that small, unavoidable losses 
are experienced in the handling of milk 
and concluded that such losses should 
be accounted for under a Class II shrink¬ 
age allowance. A shrinkage allowance 
was adopted such that shrinkage of 
producer milk not exceeding 1.5 percent 
producer milk would be classified as 
Class II milk and any producer milk 
shrinkage in excess of that quantity 
would be classified as Class I milk. 
Since handlers may receive other source 
milk, the total shrinkage was prorated 
between the receipts of producer milk 
and other source milk. Under this sys¬ 
tem none of the shrinkage is assigned 
to milk received from other pool plants, 
since shrinkage of such milk is allowed 
to the transferor-handler. All shrink¬ 
age prorated to other source milk is 
Class II milk. 

The average shrinkage at all milk 
bottling plants during the first year of 
order operation, was 1.71 percent. Dur¬ 
ing the first 6 months of order operation, 
the average shrinkage was 2.27 percent 
and during the second 6 months, 1.49 
percent. Although these figures do not 
include shrinkage at plants where milk 
is received but not processed, such re¬ 
ceiving milk plants furnish only a small 
fraction of the milk supply for city dis¬ 
tributing plants in this market. Most 
of the milk for the city distributing 
plants is received directly from farms. 

Data presented in the record by pro¬ 
ponent handlers to support a division of 
the total shrinkage allowance between 
(l)a cooperative association as a receiv¬ 
ing handler of bulk tank milk and (2) 
the handler to whose plant such milk is 
delivered, were offered to show the 
amount of loss or difference in measure¬ 
ments which could occur between the 
quantity of milk measured at the farm 
and the quantity as measured at the 
plant. Since it has been concluded else¬ 
where in this decision that there is no 
basis for making a cooperative associa¬ 
tion a handler with respect to bulk tank 
milk, such corollary proposal to divide 
the shrinkage allowance between the 
first handler and second handler should 
not be adopted. 
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Denial of the proposal to make a co¬ 
operative association a handler on bulk 
tank milk would not preclude relief to 
handlers on the total shrinkage allow¬ 
ance if such relief were justified. The 
record does not show, however, that any 
increase in the shrinkage allowance is 
needed. For the most recent 6 months 
of record which include the months of 
highest seasonal level of production when 
milk handling is likely to involve a higher 
percentage of loss, average marketwide 
shrinkage for all bottling plants aver¬ 
aged 1.49 percent of receipts. 

5. Price for Class I milk. No change 
should be made in the pricing formula 
for Class I milk, except to extend it in 
the present form through September 
1962. 

Official notice is taken of market data 
published by the market administrator 
for months subsequent to those for which 
data appear in the record. 

Official notice is taken, also, of the 
decisions of the Assistant Secretary is¬ 
sued May 1, 1959, on milk in the Wash¬ 
ington, D.C., marketing area (24 F.R. 
3630) and on November 20, 1959, on milk 
in the Upper Chesapeake Bay market¬ 
ing area (24 F.R. 9441). 

A producer organization proposed that 
the present pricing mechanism be 
changed, first, by increasing the prices 
by 40 cents per hundredweight for each 
of the months of April through February, 
and secondly, by including March in the 
group of months with the higher sea¬ 
sonal price. This would raise the annual 
average of Class I prices about 43.8 cents. 
The producer organization also asked 
that the price adjustment mechanism 
based upon the average of the Federal 
order Class I prices in Philadelphia, New 
York and Chicago, be modified to elimi¬ 
nate any effect of those markets’ supply- 
demand adjusters upon prices in this 
market. 

There has been substantial variation 
in the monthly volumes of producer milk 
received at handlers’ plants since the 
order was made effective July 1, 1959. 
A large part of this variation undoubt¬ 
edly represents normal seasonal changes 
in production per cow. Production per 
farm varied from 1,001 pounds per day 
in November 1959, to 1,298 per day in 
May 1960. Production for the market 
also varied because there were substan¬ 
tial changes in the number of producers. 
From a figure of 2,109 in July 1959, the 
number increased steadily to 2,332 in 
December 1959 and then decreased to 
2,125 in July 1960. Subsequent months 
show an increase in the number of pro¬ 
ducers, and in October 1960 the number 
was 2,351. 

The volume of Class I sales likewise 
has varied considerably from month to 
month during the period since the order 
was established. The daily average sales, 
in each month ranged from a low of 
1,540,000 pounds in July 1960, to 1,875,- 
000 pounds in October 1959. Daily Class 
I sales, however, for September 1960 
were at approximately the same levej as 
a year before. 

In July, August and October 1960, pro¬ 
duction for the market was higher in re¬ 
lation to Class I disposition than a year 
earlier, but in September 1960 the 


supply-sales ratio was very close to that 
of September a year previous. Although 
a definite trend in the supply-sales rela¬ 
tionship is not clear from the available 
data, the relatively higher level of supply 
in some recent months than a year pre¬ 
vious raises the question of whether the 
supply is tending to expand at the pres¬ 
ent price level. In the decision of May 1, 
1959, it was concluded: “It is apparent 
that there is, and has been, a somewhat 
larger than necessary supply * * 
Because of the similarity of conditions 
then and now, there is no basis in the 
local supply situation for a different con¬ 
clusion as to price level. 

The relationship of the Class I price to 
prices in other markets was a primary 
consideration in the decision issued 
May 1, 1959, for establishing the appro¬ 
priate price level in the Washington 
market. Since the effective date of the 
Washington, D.C., order, Order No. 127 
has also been issued for the Upper 
Chesapeake Bay marketing area, effec¬ 
tive February 1, 1960. In issuing the 
latter order, the Department found that 
the Class I price should be the same as 
under the Washington order. The two 
markets draw milk supplies, in large 
part, from the same areas. Under Order 
No. 127, also, the Class I price was es¬ 
tablished for an initial period of 18 
months. 

The necessity to co-ordinate the local 
price level with prices in other principal 
markets also bears on the proposal to 
change the price adjustment mechanism 
based on average Class I prices in Chi¬ 
cago, Philadelphia and New York-New 
Jersey Federal orders. This proposal 
would eliminate the effect on the price 
for this market of supply-demand 
adjusters under the other orders. Pro¬ 
ponents recommended, however, that no 
supply-demand adjustment based on 
statistics for this market be substituted 
in place of price adjustments resulting 
from the supply-demand adjustments in 
other markets as reflected in the three- 
market average. Proponent argued that 
adequate data for a local supply-demand 
adjustment are not yet available, but 
urged that such a supply-demand ad¬ 
justment be reconsidered when adequate 
data are available. 

This proposal is denied. Prices in 
such markets are a significant factor 
affecting the availability of supplies for 
this market and were so recognized in 
the relationship of this market to the 
other markets established in the decision 
of May 1, 1959. There has been no 
fundamental change in this situation 
and pending a possible new approach to 
price relationships among all such mar¬ 
kets, the current Washington formula 
should serve to provide reasonable price 
coordination. 

The change in the seasonal prices pro¬ 
posed by a producer association which 
would increase the price in March may 
not be accommodated unless the price in 
some other month is reduced; otherwise 
an unsupported increased in price level 
would result. Without some definite 
plan as to how the seasonal pricing may 
be improved while retaining the same 
annual price level, it is concluded that 


the proposal to increase the price for 
March should be denied. 

Because of the foregoing considera¬ 
tions it is concluded that the present 
Class I pricing mechanism should be re¬ 
tained in the Washington order through 
September 1962. 

6. Butter-cheese class price. No 
change should be made in the price for 
milk used in the manufacture of butter 
or hard cheese. 


A handler who operates a milk manu¬ 
facturing plant asked for a special class 
price for milk used to manufacture but¬ 
ter and hard cheese. Proponent argued 
that loss could be avoided if the appli¬ 
cable class price were low enough to per¬ 
mit the sale of surplus cream for butter 
or cheese manufacture. The handler 
did not specify a formula for arriving at 
such class price, but indicated that the 
applicable price should be less than the 
present Class n price and competitive 
with prices paid by unregulated milk 
manufacturers. As a basis for arriving 
at such a competitive level of price, pro¬ 
ponent offered data on prices for butter 
in New York City and prices on sales of 
cream outside this market. 

No butter or hard cheese is manufac¬ 
tured by the proponent handler. His 
manufacturing plant produces princi¬ 
pally cottage cheese, cream for use in 
cottage cheese and to supply the fluid 
market in Washington, and condensed 
skim milk for use in ice cream. No ice 
cream is made, however, in this plant. 
The entire operation results in an excess 
of butterfat in the form of cream. This 
generally has been sold to a cooperative 
association which uses it in its manufac¬ 
turing plant. Although butter is among 
the products produced at the associa¬ 
tion’s manufacturing plant, none of this 
butter is marketed. Instead it is stored 
for later use in the processing of ice 
cream mix. The association plant does 
not manufacture any hard cheese. 

Only once was any of the excess but¬ 
terfat sold to a plant other than that of 
the association. Except for this rather 
minor disposition to a butter manufac¬ 
turer, none of the butterfat in producer 
milk finds its way into butter in commer¬ 
cial trade channels. Also, no P r ° dace !j 
milk is used for the manufacture of har 
cheese. The loss the proponent handier 
may experience with respect to excess 
butterfat does not represent a condition 
generally affecting the handling of re¬ 
serve milk in this market. The butterfat 
involved in the months of Januaiy 
through July 1960 represented 7.8 per¬ 
cent of the total butterfat in Class 
producer milk during those months. 

Any change in an order price J 
quested, must be viewed in the light 
whether (a) it would be an inceI j£ the 
bring additional milk supplies under 
marketwide pool even though such s P 
plies are not needed; (b) the pievaihng 
Class II price level permits the maite 
to clear its reserve supply; . is 

loss of which the handler ^mplains ^ 
incurred largely because of . th f ^ nresen t 
his operations. In view of th P ^ 
adequacy of suppiy, any lower ng o ^ 
price for reserve milk in a manner * ^ 
would tend to lncrease ^ he .^nce pre- 

justified. Except for the mstanc^P no 

sented by the handler, there ha 
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indication of any difficulty in disposing 
of reserve milk at the order prices. Al¬ 
though in proponent’s operations butter- 
at is to a degree an excess product, it is 
oart of the regular manufacturing opera¬ 
tion of the plant where it is used in ice 
cream mix. The quantity of butterf at on 
which the handler complains of loss rep¬ 
resents only a minor part of the use he 
makes of the milk from which such 
butterfat is obtained. The importance 
of a loss on butterfat to a handler must 
be considered in relation to whether the 
whole milk from which the butterfat is 
derived was reasonably priced. 

It is concluded that the Class II price 
formula as presently constituted reason¬ 
ably represents the value of Class II milk 
in this market. The disposition of but¬ 
terfat for butter or cheese manufacture 
is the infrequent exception to the rule of 
disposition of reserve milk for the higher¬ 
valued Class II uses which are available 
in this market. Any relaxing of the price 
formula could result in greater problems 
in the handling of reserve milk. 

7. Base plan. The order should pro¬ 
vide for payment in certain months to 
each producer for base milk and excess 
milk depending on such producer’s de¬ 
liveries in a prior period. 

A producer association which repre¬ 
sents a large part of the supply for the 
market proposed that in the months of 
April, May and June producers be paid 
on “base” and “excess” milk. A base 
would be earned by each producer on his 
deliveries during the preceding period of 
July through December. The base would 
be computed by dividing the total pounds 
of the producer’s deliveries during such 
period by the number of days on which 
he delivered, but not less than 154. Such 
a computation would thus make some 
allowance for accidents which might pre¬ 
vent a producer from making deliveries 
during the entire six-month period. 

Prior to the establishment of a Federal 
order in this market, the proponent as¬ 
sociation operated a “take-out and pay¬ 
back” plan to foster more even seasonal 
production. Such a plan was not in¬ 
cluded in the order. Proponent requests 
that a base plan be adopted in the order 
at this time to encourage producers to 
retain their relatively good production 
pattern. 

Deliveries per day per dairy during the 
Juiy-December period 1959 varied from 
a low of 1,001 pounds per day in Novem¬ 
ber to 1,096 pounds in August, or an 
average of 1,053 pounds. During April, 
«iay and June of 1960 deliveries per day 
Per producer varied from 1,186 to 1,298, 
or an average of 1,225 pounds. These 
n«Ti months ^present the highest sea- 

nai level of production. Deliveries per 
avL? er J < * airy ^ the April-June period 
116 percent of the rate of de- 
ber perfod 111 ^ the previous July-Decem- 

ir^vi!? °?? y mo<ie rate seasonal changes 
baS UCtl0n occur in this market, a 
mair>ta? n Such . as Proposed would tend to 
Droriimf 11 or im P r °ve the evenness of 
adeonat!? 11 an , d thu5 in assuring 

The\iY ® su PP lies at all times, 

gested base " e arning period sug- 

Producpr°f ldes ful1 PPPortunity for each 
Producer to earn a base. A producer 


who enters the market as late as 31 days 
after the beginning of the base earning 
period may be accommodated by a pro¬ 
vision that his base would be calculated 
by dividing his total deliveries during the 
July-December period by the number of 
days beginning with the first day of 
delivery and through December 31, but 
not less than 154 days. 

Because this market and the Upper 
Chesapeake Bay market draw milk from 
the same supply areas, dairy farmers 
from time to time may shift from one 
market to the other. Ideally, base plans 
in both markets should be arranged so 
as to not materially inhibit the shifting 
of farmers in either direction. Bases for 
farmers who transfer to this market can 
be computed in a manner which neither 
favors nor inhibits such a shift. Such a 
farmer, if he is a producer whose milk is 
received under this order during the 
months of October, November and De¬ 
cember, should be allotted a base com¬ 
puted from deliveries which include 
those made in the preceding months of 
July, August and September to any pool 
plant under Order No. 127. The require¬ 
ment of receipt of his milk under this 
order for the October-December period 
is a reasonable measure of association 
with this market. 

Provision should be made for bases to 
be assigned to farmers who become pro¬ 
ducers after the beginning of the base¬ 
earning period for the reason that the 
plant to which they deliver becomes a 
pool plant. In such instances, records 
made available to the market adminis¬ 
trator showing deliveries during the 
July-December period, including de¬ 
liveries prior to the time the farmer be¬ 
came a producer, should be used in 
computing the producer’s base. 

One of the problems of seasonality in 
the Washington market has been the re¬ 
sult of the operation of a base plan in 
the Upper Chesapeake Bay market 
which has given dairy farmers seeking a 
fluid market an additional incentive to 
gravitate to the Washington market for 
the relatively higher return available to 
a nev producer here in the summer 
months in the absence of a base plan. 
Adoption of the plan in this market will 
provide a better alignment of prices to 
producers throughout the year in the two 
markets. 

Another provision should apply to pro¬ 
ducers who during the months of July, 
August and September would have been 
“dairy farmers for other markets” if 
they had delivered their milk to the same 
plant at which it is received each month 
during the following October through 
December. Any such producer should 
be assigned a base equal to the total of 
his deliveries during the July-December 
period to pool plants or to the nonpool 
plant of the handler, affiliate of the han¬ 
dler, or any person who controls or is 
controlled by the handler who receives 
his milk in the October-December pe¬ 
riod, divided by the number of days be¬ 
ginning with the first day of delivery 
and through December 31, but not less 
than 154 days. 

To implement the distribution of re¬ 
turns to producers in accordance with 
the bases they have earned, the order 


should provide for computation of a base 
price and an excess price in certain 
months. The excess price should be 
computed by assigning the total excess 
milk of all producers first to Class II 
producer milk, any remainder of excess 
milk to be assigned to Class I producer 
milk. The value of the excess milk 
should be computed according to such 
class assignments, and the excess price 
by dividing such value by the total hun¬ 
dredweight of excess milk. The remain¬ 
ing value of producer milk in each class 
should be assigned to base milk, and 
after the subtraction of not less than 4 
cents nor more than 5 cents for reserve, 
the result should be divided by the total 
hundredweight of base milk to arrive at 
the uniform base price. Since the excess 
price ordinarily would represent a sur¬ 
plus milk value, producer location dif¬ 
ferentials should not apply to it. 
Location differentials should apply to the 
base price. 

The base plan should become effective 
for payments beginning in April, 1962. 
Thus, producers will have full opportu¬ 
nity to be prepared for making base¬ 
earning deliveries beginning in July, 
1961. 

Rules should be provided for the trans¬ 
fer of a base, along with the farm, from 
one producer to another. To prevent 
manipulation in the earning of base con¬ 
trary to the purpose of the plan, if a 
herd, land, buildings, or equipment are 
used jointly by more than one person 
for the production of milk on a farm or 
farms, only one base would be assigned. 
A producer operating more than one 
farm should be required to establish a 
separate base for each farm. 

8. The table of skim milk values in the 
Class II milk price provision should be 
corrected by inserting, in proper se¬ 
quence, a price bracket of $0,086 to 
$0,095 for nonfat dry milk. The corre¬ 
sponding skim milk value should be 
$0,225. The skim milk values for the 
lower nonfat dry milk price brackets 
should decrease 7.5 cents for each 
bracket, consecutively. 

An exceptor claimed that the table in 
the order provides skim milk values 
which are in error ($0,075 too low in 
each instance) for those price brackets 
of nonfat dry milk designated by “$0,096 
to $0,105” and higher prices. Exceptor 
claims these skim milk values are incon¬ 
sistent with the decision of the Assistant 
Secretary issued May 1, 1959 (24 F.R. 
3630), which preceded the issuance of 
the order. 

The only proposal made on this record 
(September 28 and 29, 1960) with respect 
to this skim value table was that the 
skim milk values corresponding to prices 
of nonfat dry milk of $0,096 per pound 
and higher should remain as now in the 
order, and that the skim milk values for 
lower nonfat dry milk prices should be 
changed in the manner which has been 
adopted in the recommended decision 
and also in this decision. The changes 
in the table adopted in this decision do 
not affect the current price for Class II 
milk, nor would the changes have af¬ 
fected the Class II price since the issu¬ 
ance of the order. During the entire pe¬ 
riod, the price level for nonfat dry milk 
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has been well above the prices included 
in the table brackets changed in this 
decision. The price increase requested 
in the previously mentioned exception is 
not supported by the evidence and 
should not be adopted. 

The decision issued May 1, 1959, re¬ 
ferred to in the exception, shows a table 
of specific skim milk values for prices of 
nonfat dry milk, omitting, however, a 
skim milk value for nonfat dry milk 
prices exceeding $0,085 per pound but 
less than $0,096 per pound. This table 
of values has been included in the order 
since it became fully effective July 1, 
1959. The evidence of this record (Sep¬ 
tember 28 and 29, 1960) supports 

changes only in the skim milk values 
corresponding to nonfat dry milk prices 
of $0,095 or less. 

Milk received from a “dairy farmer 
for other markets” is treated as other 
source milk. Along with revision of the 
allocation procedure required herein by 
other proposed amendments, it should 
be provided that milk from dairy farm¬ 
ers for other markets will be subtracted 
concurrently with any other source milk 
received in the form of products speci¬ 
fied in § 902.41(a) (1) from nonpool 
plants not fully subject to the pricing 
provisions of another order. 

Rulings on proposed findings and con¬ 
clusions. Briefs and proposed findings 
and conclusions were filed on behalf of 
certain interested parties in the market. 
These briefs, proposed findings and con¬ 
clusions and the evidence in the record 
were considered in making the findings 
and conclusions set forth above. To the 
extent that the suggested findings and 
conclusions filed by interested parties are 
inconsistent with the findings and con¬ 
clusions set forth herein, the requests to 
make such findings or reach such con¬ 
clusions are denied for the reasons pre¬ 
viously stated in this decision. 

General findings. The findings and 
determinations hereinafter set forth are 
supplementary and in addition to the 
findings and determinations previously 
made in connection with the issuance 
of the aforesaid order and of the previ¬ 
ously issued amendments thereto; and all 
of said previous findings and determina¬ 
tions are hereby ratified and affirmed, 
except insofar as such findings and de¬ 
terminations may be in conflict with the 
findings and determinations set forth 
herein. 

(a) The tentative marketing agree¬ 
ment and the order, as hereby proposed 
to be amended, and all of the terms and 
conditions thereof, will tend to effectuate 
the declared policy of the Act; 

(b) The parity prices of milk as deter¬ 
mined pursuant to section 2 of the Act 
are not reasonable in view of the price of 
feeds, available supplies of feeds, and 
other economic conditions which affect 
market supply and demand for milk in 
the marketing area, and the minimum 
prices specified in the proposed market¬ 
ing agreement and the order, as hereby 
proposed to be amended, are such prices 
as will reflect the aforesaid factors, in¬ 
sure a sufficient quantity of pure and 
wholesome milk, and be in the public 
interest; and 


(c) The tentative marketing agree¬ 
ment and the order, as hereby proposed 
to be amended, will regulate the handling 
of milk in the same manner as, and will 
be applicable only to persons in the re¬ 
spective classes of industrial and com¬ 
mercial activity specified in, a marketing 
agreement upon which a hearing has 
been held. 

Rulings on exceptions. In arriving at 
the findings and conclusions, and the 
regulatory provisions of this decision, 
each of the exceptions received was care¬ 
fully and fully considered in conjunction 
with the record evidence pertaining 
thereto. To the extent that the findings 
and conclusions, and the regulatory pro¬ 
visions of this decision are at variance 
with any of the exceptions, such 
exceptions, are hereby overruled for the 
reasons previously stated in this decision. 

Marketing agreement and order. An¬ 
nexed hereto and made a part hereof are 
two documents entitled respectively, 
“Marketing Agreement Regulating the 
Handling of Milk in the Washington, 
D.C., Marketing Area”, and “Order 
Amending the Order Regulating the 
Handling of Milk in the Washington, 
D.C., Marketing Area”, which have been 
decided upon as the detailed and appro¬ 
priate means of effectuating the fore¬ 
going conclusions. 

It is hereby ordered , That all of this 
decision, except the attached marketing 
agreement, be published in the Federal 
Register. The regulatory provisions of 
said marketing agreement are identical 
with those contained in the order as 
hereby proposed to be amended by the 
attached order which will be published 
with this decision. 

Determination of representative period. 
The month of December 1960, is hereby 
determined to be the representative 
period for the purpose of ascertaining 
whether the issuance of the attached 
order amending the order regulating the 
handling of milk in the Washington, 
D.C., marketing area, is approved or 
favored by producers, as defined under 
the terms of the order as hereby proposed 
to be amended, and who, during such 
representative period, were engaged in 
the production of milk for sale within 
the aforesaid marketing area. 

Issued at Washington, D.C., April 6, 
1961. 

John P. Duncan, Jr., 
Assistant Secretary. 

Order 1 Amending the Order Regulating 

the Handling of Milk in the Washing¬ 
ton, D.C ., Marketing Area 

§ 902.0 Findings and determinations. 

The findings and determinations here¬ 
inafter set forth are supplementary and 
in addition to the findings and deter¬ 
minations previously made in connection 
with the issuance of the aforesaid order 
and of the previously issued amendments 
thereto; and all of said previous findings 
and determinations are hereby ratified 


1 This order shall not become effective un¬ 
less and until the requirements of § 900.14 
of the rules of practice and procedure gov¬ 
erning proceedings to formulate marketing 
agreements and marketing orders have been 
met. 


and affirmed, except insofar as such 
findings and x determinations may be in 
conflict with the findings and determina¬ 
tions set forth herein. 

(a) Findings upon the basis of the 
hearing record. Pursuant to the provi¬ 
sions of the Agricultural Marketing 
Agreement Act of 1937, as amended (7 
U.S.C. 601 et seq.), and the applicable 
rules of practice and procedure govern¬ 
ing the formulation of marketing agree¬ 
ments and marketing orders (7 CPRPart 
900), a public hearing was held upon cer¬ 
tain proposed amendments to the tenta¬ 
tive marketing agreement and to the 
order, as amended, regulating the han¬ 
dling of milk in the Washington, D.C., 
marketing area. Upon the basis of the 
evidence introduced at such hearing and 
the record thereof, it is found that: 

(1) The said order as hereby amended, 
and all of the terms and conditions 
thereof, will tend to effectuate the de¬ 
clared policy of the Act; 

(2) The parity prices of milk, as de¬ 
termined pursuant to section 2 of the 
Act, are not reasonable in view of the 
price of feeds, available supplies of feeds, 
and other economic conditions which af¬ 
fect market supply and demand for milk 
in the said marketing area, and the min¬ 
imum prices specified in the order as 
hereby amended, are such prices as will 
reflect the aforesaid factors, insure a 
sufficient quantity of pure and whole¬ 
some milk, and be in the public interest; 

(3) The said order as hereby amended, 
regulates the handling of milk in the 
same manner as, and is applicable only 
to persons in the respective classes of 
industrial or commercial activity speci¬ 
fied in, a marketing agreement upon 
which a hearing has been held. 

Order relative to handling. It is there¬ 
fore ordered, that on and after the effec¬ 
tive date hereof, the handling of milk in 
the Washington, D.C., marketing area 
shall be in conformity to and in com¬ 
pliance with the terms and conditions of 
the aforesaid order, as amended, and as 
hereby further amended as follows: 

1. Delete § 902.15 and substitute the 
following: 


502.15 Producer. 

“Producer” means (a) any dairy 
nner, except a producer-handler or 
iry farmer for other markets, who pro- 
ices milk which is approved by a auiy 
nstituted health authority for fluia 
sposition and which is received a 
»ol plant or is diverted to a nonpool 
ant during any month(s) of Ma 
rough September or on not more tnan 
lays (4 days in the case of evel 7'° t 
,y delivery) during any months 
itober through February :ProvM 
mt the milk so diverted shall be deeme 
have been received by the divert g 
mdler at a pool plant at thei 1 
om which it was diverted: And vro 
led further , That the .criterion fo 
termination of qualification un ing 
iragraph for a dairy farmer d r 

ilk to a pool plant Qualified d 
)02.9(b) shall be the hiding of a ^ 

rm inspection permit issued by 

icable health authority havmg jur 
ction in the 
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suantto this paragraph shall not include 
any dairy farmer whose milk is diverted 
during the month on more than the 
number of days specified in this para¬ 
graph; or (b) any other dairy farmer 
who in the preceding month was a pro¬ 
ducer pursuant to paragraph (a) of this 
section whose milk was received at a 
pool plant which qualified pursuant to 
§ 902.9(c) and whose milk for every day 
of delivery during the current month is 
diverted by a handler to the same plant 
which is a nonpool plant, or is physically 
received (not diverted) at a pool plant, 
or is diverted to other nonpool plants 
on not more than the number of days 
specified in paragraph (a) of this section. 

2. Add a new § 902.19 as follows: 
§902.19 Base and excess milk. 

(a) “Base milk” means milk received 
at a pool plant from a producer during 
any of the months of April through June 
which is not in excess of such producer’s 
daily base computed pursuant to §902.63 
multiplied by the number of days in such 
month on which such producer’s milk 
was received at such pool plant: Pro¬ 
vided, That with respect to any producer 
on every-other-day delivery, a day of 
nondelivery following a day on which 
delivery is made shall be considered as a 
day of delivery for purpose of this 
paragraph. 

(b) “Excess milk” means milk received 
at a pool plant from a producer during 
any of the months of April through June 
which is in excess of base milk received 
from such producer during such month. 


§902.22 [Amendment] 

3. In § 902.22 delete the word “and” at 
the end of § 902.22(j) (2), change the 
period at the end of § 902.22 (k) to a sem¬ 
icolon and add the word “and”, and add 
a new paragraph as follows: 


(1) On or before February 20 of each 
year (beginning in 1962), notify: 

(1) Each cooperative association of 
the daily base established by each pro¬ 
ducer member of such association; and 

(2) Each nonmember producer of the 
daily base established by such producer. 

§902.44 [Amendment] 

4. In § 902.44 delete paragraph (c) 
and substitute the following: 


(c) As Class I milk if transferred ir 
ne torm of any product designated a; 
^ass I milk pursuant to § 902.41(a) (1) 
? a nonpool approved plant or if in pro- 
er diverted to such nonpoo 

pprovcd plant, unless otherwise classi 
ti™L P ^ r ?l iant to subparagraphs (1) 
casein 1 of this P ara graph, in whicl 

thp mi l k dlver ted and transferred U 

such cScS? han Share Pr ° rata “ 

surh^ nn S C1 ^ SS 1 milk to the extent o: 
milk an?wl plant ’ s disposition of skin 
I mi]k .^d butterfat, respectively, as Clasi 
rou tos in the marketing area; 
milk an?u r ?. mainin g Quantities of skin 

tothfexten^ aS ClaSS 1 milk ** Ua 
Pursuant of as signment to Class : 

tS f t ° §9 5 46 (a)(3 > a ^d (b) o: 
plants; and° m the nonp ° o1 P lant to poo 

of .^toer remaining quantitie; 
sk nn milk and butterfat as Class : 


milk to the extent of remaining Class I 
utilization in the nonpool plant after 
prior assignment of receipts at such non¬ 
pool plant from nonproducer dairy 
farmers whom the market administrator 
determines constitute its regular source 
of fluid milk supply to such Class I 
utilization. 

(4) Any further remaining quantities 
of skim milk and butterfat may be 
assigned to Class II milk. 

§ 902.46 [Amendment] 

5. In § 902.46(a) (3) insert just before 
the final semicolon the following words 
“or in other source milk received from 
dairy farmers for other markets”. 

§ 902.50 [Amendment] 

6. In § 902.50 delete paragraph (a) 
and substitute the following: 

(a) Class I price. During the period 
January 1961 and subsequent months 
through and including September 1962 
the price for Class I milk shall be $5.55 
for the months of July through February 
and $5.10 for the months of March 
through June: Provided, That such price 
in any month shall be adjusted to reflect 
the deviation of the average of the Fed¬ 
eral order Class I prices for the Philadel¬ 
phia, New York-New Jersey and Chicago 
markets for such month from such aver¬ 
age price in the corresponding month of 
1958, as follows: 


3-market average deviation Washington 

from corresponding price or minus 
month of 1958 (cents), adjustment 

plus or minus: {cents), plus 

0-15_ 0 

15.1- 35_ 20 

35.1- 55 _ 40 

55.1- 75 _ 60 

75.1- 95 _ 80 


7. In § 902.50(b) delete subparagraph 
(2) and substitute the following: 

(2) Skim milk. The average of car lot 
prices per pound for nonfat dry milk, 
spray and roller process, respectively, for 
human consumption, f.o.b. manufactur¬ 
ing plants in the Chicago area, as re¬ 
ported for the period from the 26th day 
of the preceding month through the 25th 
day of the current month by the Depart¬ 
ment of Agriculture shall determine the 
skim values as follows: 

Average price per pound of 


nonfat dry milk-spray Skim 

and roller process: value 

$0,065 or below___$0. 00 

$0,066 to $0.075_ .075 

$0,076 to $0.085_ .15 

$0,086 to $0.095. .225 

$0,096 to $0.105... .30 

$0,106 to $0.115_ .375 

$0,116 to $0.125... .45 

$0,126 to $0.135__— .525 

$0,136 to $0.145_ .60 

$0,146 to $0.155_ .675 

$0,156 to $0.165_ .75 

$0,166 to $0.175_ .825 

$0,176 to $0.185__ .90 

$0,186 to $0.195_ .975 


§ 902.62 [Amendment] 

8. In § 902.62 delete paragraph (b) 
and substitute the following: 

(b) Each pool handler who received 
at his pool plant other source milk which 
is allocated pursuant to § 902.46 (a) (3) 
and (b) shall make payment on the 


quantity so allocated to Class I milk 
which is in excess of the quantities of 
skim milk and butterfat, respectively, as¬ 
signed to Class I milk pursuant to 
§ 902.44(c) (2) in milk and milk products 
received from nonpool plants, at the 
difference between the Class I price and 
the Class II price applicable at the lo¬ 
cation of the nearest nonpool plants (as 
determined by the application of the lo¬ 
cation differential schedule set forth in 
§ 902.52) from which an equivalent 
amount of such other source milk was 
received; and 

9. Insert new sections numbered 
§§ 902.63 and 902.64 as follows: 

§ 902.63 Computation of base for each 
producer. 

For each of the months of April 
through June of each year beginning in 
1962 the market administrator shall com¬ 
pute a base for each producer as follows, 
subject to the rules set forth in § 902.64: 

(a) Except as provided in paragraphs 

(b) , (c) and (d) of this section divide 
the total pounds of milk received by all 
pool handler(s) from such producer dur¬ 
ing the months of July through Decem¬ 
ber of the preceding year by the number 
of days beginning with the first day of 
receipt and through December 31, but 
not less than 154 days; 

(b) The base of any producer whose 
milk during the preceding July-Decem- 
ber period was received at a plant 
which became a pool plant after the 
beginning of such base-earning period 
shall be computed by dividing the total 
pounds of milk received from such dairy 
farmer at the plant, and at pool plants 
as producer milk, both during such July- 
December period, by the number of days 
beginning with the first day of such 
receipt and through December 31, but 
not less than 154; 

(c) The base of any producer who 
was a producer during all the months 
of October, November and December of 
the preceding year, and during any of 
the just preceding months of July, 
August and September qualified under 
the Upper Chesapeake Bay Federal milk 
Order No. 127 as a “producer” as de¬ 
fined in that order, shall be computed 
by dividing the total pounds of milk 
received from such farmer during all of 
such months (July through December, 
inclusive) at pool plants under both 
orders by the number of days beginning 
with the first day of receipt and 
through December 31, but not less than 
154; and 

(d) The base of any producer who 
is not described in paragraphs (b) and 

(c) of this section but whose milk was 
received by a handler as producer milk 
during the months of October, Novem¬ 
ber and December of the preceding year 
at a pool plant at which receipt of his 
milk in the just preceding months of 
July, August, and September would have 
qualified or did qualify him as a “dairy 
farmer for other markets”, shall be 
computed by dividing the total pounds 
of milk received from such producer at 
pool plants during such months of July 
through December and verified receipts 
at the nonpool plant of the handler, 
affiliate of the handler, or any person 
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who controls or is controlled by the 
handler, during such months of July 
through September, inclusive, by the 
number of days beginning with the first 
day of receipt and through December 
31, but not less than 154. 

§ 902.64 Base rules. 

The following rules shall apply in con¬ 
nection with the establishment of bases: 

(a) A base computed pursuant to 
§ 902.63 may be transferred in its entirety 
upon written notice to the market ad¬ 
ministrator on or before the last day of 
the month of transfer, but only if a pro¬ 
ducer sells, leases or otherwise conveys 
his herd to another producer and it is 
established to the satisfaction of the 
market administrator that the convey¬ 
ance of the herd was bona fide and not 
for the purpose of evading any provision 
of this part; 

(b) If a producer operates more than 
one farm, each delivering milk to a pool 
plant, he shall establish a separate base 
with respect to producer milk delivered 
from each such farm; and 

(c) Only one base shall be allotted 
with respect to milk produced by one or 
more persons where the herd, land, 
buildings, and equipment used are jointly 
owned or operated: Provided, That if a 
base is held jointly, the entire base shall 
be transferable only upon the receipt of 
an application signed by all joint holders 
or their heirs, or assigns. 

10. In § 902.71 delete the language 
preceding paragraph (a) and substitute 
the following: 

§ 902.71 Compulation of the uniform 
price. 

For each month prior to April 1962, 
and thereafter for each of the months of 
July through March, the market admin¬ 
istrator shall compute the uniform price 
per hundredweight of producer milk of 
3.5 percent butterfat content, f.o.b. 
market as follows: 

11. Insert a new section numbered 
§ 902.72 as follows: 

§ 902.72 Computation of uniform prices 
for base milk and excess milk. 

For each of the months of April 
through June, beginning with April 1962, 
the uniform prices per hundredweight 
for base milk and for excess milk, each of 
3.5 percent butterfat content, f.o.b. 
market, shall be as follows: 

(a) Compute the aggregate value of 
excess milk for all handlers who made 
reports prescribed in § 902.30(a), and 
who are not in default of payments pur¬ 
suant to § 902.84 for the preceding month 
as follows: (1) Multiply the hundred¬ 
weight quantity of such milk which does 
not exceed the total quantity of producer 
milk assigned to Class II milk in the pool 
plants of such handlers by the Class II 
milk price, (2) multiply the remaining 
hundredweight quantity of excess milk 
by the Class I milk price, and (3) add 
together the resulting amounts; 

(b) Divide the total value of excess 
milk obtained in paragraph (a) of this 
section by the total hundredweight of 
such milk and round to the nearest cent. 


The resulting figure shall be the uniform 
price for excess milk of 3.5 percent but¬ 
terfat content received from producers; 

(c) Subtract the total value of excess 
milk, determined by multiplying the 
uniform price obtained in paragraph (b) 
of this section by the hundredweight of 
excess milk, from the total value of pro¬ 
ducer milk for the month as determined 
according to the calculations set forth in 
§ 902.71(a) through (d); 

(d) Divide the amount calculated pur¬ 
suant to paragraph (c) of this section by 
the total hundredweight of base milk for 
handlers included in these computations; 
and 

(e) Subtract not less than 4 cents nor 
more than 5 cents from the price com¬ 
puted pursuant to paragraph (d) of this 
section. The resulting figure shall be 
the uniform price for base milk of 3.5 
percent butterfat content f.o.b. market. 

§ 902.80 [Amendment] 

12. In § 902.80 delete paragraph (a) 
and substitute the following: 

(a) Except as provided in paragraph 

(b) of this section each pool handler on 
or before the 15th day after the end of 
each month shall make payment to each 
producer for milk which was received 
from such producer during the month at 
not less than the uniform price computed 
pursuant to § 902.71 for each month 
prior to April 1962 and thereafter for 
the months of July through March, and 
at not less than the price for base milk 
computed pursuant to § 902.72(e) with 
respect to base milk received from such 
producer, and not less than the excess 
price determined pursuant to § 902.72(b) 
for excess milk received from such pro¬ 
ducer for the months of April through 
June (beginning in 1962) subject to the 
following adjustments: (1) The butterfat 
differential computed pursuant to 
§ 902.81, (2) less the location differential 
computed pursuant to § 902.82, and (3) 
less proper deductions authorized in 
writing by such producer: Provided, 
That if by such date such handler has 
not received full payment from the mar¬ 
ket administrator pursuant to § 902.85 
for such month, he may reduce pro rata 
his payments to producers by not more 
than the amount of such underpayment. 
Payment to producers shall be completed 
thereafter not later than the date for 
making payments pursuant to this para¬ 
graph next following after receipt of the 
balance due from the market adminis¬ 
trator; 

13. Delete § 902.82 and substitute the 
following: 

§ 902.82 Location differential to pro¬ 
ducers. 

In making payments to producers or 
to a cooperative association pursuant to 
§ 902.80 (a) and (b) except with respect 
to excess milk, a handler shall deduct 
with respect to all such milk received at 
pool plants located 75 miles by shortest 
highway distance from the zero mile¬ 
stone in the District of Columbia, as de¬ 
termined by the market administrator, 
12 cents per hundredweight plus 1.5 cents 
for each 10-mile additional distance, or 


fraction thereof, which such plant is 
located from such milestone. 

[F.R. Doc. 61-3238; Filed, Apr. 11, iggp 
8:47 a.m.] 


Agricultural Research Service 
[ 7 CFR Part 319 1 
FOREIGN QUARANTINE NOTICES 

Importation of Certain Nursery Stock, 
Plants and Seeds 


Notice is hereby given under section 4 
of the Administrative Procedure Act (5 
U.S.C. 1003) that the Administrator of 
the Agricultural Research Service, pur¬ 
suant to sections 1,5, and 9 of the Plant 
Quarantine Act of 1912, as amended (7 
U.S.C. 154, 159, 162), is considering the 
amendment of §§ 319.37-2,319.37-2a, and 

319.37- 4 of the regulations relating to 
the importation of nursery stock, plants, 
and seeds (7 CFR 319.37-2, 319.37-2a, 

319.37- 4) to read, respectively, as fol¬ 
lows: 


§ 319.37—2 • Restricted plant material 
enterable without individual permits. 


Restricted plant material (except 
Aglaonema, and seeds of Vicia spp. and 
Lens spp.) which is imported for food, 
analytical, medicinal, or manufacturing 
purposes, and seed specified in § 319.37- 
4(a) may be entered without further 
permit other than the authorization con¬ 
tained in this section but subject to the 
conditions and requirements outlined in 
§§ 319.37-7, 319.37-8, 319.37-9, 319.37-11, 

319.37- 15, 319.37-16, 319.37-17, and 

319.37- 20: Provided, That the inspector 
may waive the inspection provided for in 
§ 319.37-8 for any shipment when in his 
judgment such inspection is unneces¬ 
sary. 


§ 319.37—2a Administrative instructions 
exempting certain restricted articles 
from some of the requirements ol 
the nursery stock, plant, and seed 
quarantine regulations. 


The following articles are hereby ex¬ 
empted from the requirements of the 
regulations specified in paragraphs (a) 
bo (d) of this section: 

(a) Restricted plant material (except 
Aglaonema, and seeds of Vicia spp. an 
Lens spp.) for food, analytical, medic¬ 
inal, or manufacturing purposes, enter¬ 
able under § 319.37-2, is hereby exempted 
from the notice of arrival requirements 

§ 319.37-11. .... 

(b) All seeds of field crops, vegetables 
and annual, biennial and perenmal 
flowers which are essentially herba us 
in character (except seeds of Lathyru 
spp., Lens spp.. okra (Hibiscus escu 
lentus). and Vicia spp.), enterable under 
5 319.37-4, are hereby exempted fr 
the notice of arrival requirements 

§ 319.37-11 when the inspector al J 
port shall find and shaU so inform t 
importers concerned that equivalent m 
formation is obtainable H'om s ^ 
manifests or other sources heiI1 g 

notice of arrival requirements are 

(c) All grains and cereals fro® 

Ida which are restricted plant ma 
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enterable under §319.37-2 are hereby 
exempted from the provisions of §§ 319.- 
37-7 319.37-8, 319.37-9, 319.37-11, 319.- 
37-15, and 319.37-16, relating respective¬ 
ly to costs and charges, inspection, treat¬ 
ment, notice of arrival, freedom from 
soil and approved packing materials. 

(d) All seeds of Lathyrus spp.. Lens 
spp., and Vicia spp., enterable under 
§ 319 . 37 - 4 , are hereby exempted from the 
treatment requirements of § 319.37-9 
under the following conditions: 

(1) Seeds of Lathyrus spp. and Vicia 
spp. are exempted from the treatment 
requirements of § 319.37-9 when they are 

(i) certified by the Canada Department 
of Agriculture as of Canadian origin, or 

(ii) are shipments from Canada of non- 
Canadian origin but are certified by the 
Canada Department of Agriculture as 
having been fumigated, or (iii) are un¬ 
certified shipments from Canada; or are 
from any other country in North, Cen¬ 
tral, or South America, or islands adja¬ 
cent thereto, whether certified or un¬ 
certified; and examination of the seeds 
by an inspector shows them to be free 
from injurious plant pests other than 
stored products insects of general 
distribution. 

(2) Seeds of Lens spp. are exempted 
from the treatment requirements of 
§ 319.37-9 when they are (i) certified by 
the Canada Department of Agriculture 
as of Canadian origin; or (ii) are ship¬ 
ments from Canada of non-Canadian 
origin (except those from South Ameri¬ 
can countries) but are certified by the 
Canada Department of Agriculture as 
having been fumigated; or (iii) are un¬ 
certified shipments from Canada; or are 
from any other country in North or Cen¬ 
tral America, or islands adjacent thereto, 
whether certified or uncertified; and ex¬ 
amination of the seeds by an inspector 
shows them to be free from injurious 
plant pests other than stored products 
insects of general distribution. 

§ 319.37—4 Seeds. 

(a) Seeds importable without individ¬ 
ual permits. Seeds of field crops, vege¬ 
tables, and annual, biennial, and per¬ 
ennial flowers which are essentially 
nerbaceous in character, except seeds of 

athyrus spp., Lens spp., okra (Hibiscus 
sculentus), and Vicia spp., may be im¬ 
ported into the United States without 
iurther permit other than the authori- 
c ^on contained in this paragraph but 
ject to the conditions and require¬ 
ments of § 319.37-2. 

(b) Seeds importable under permit. 
frnm See i S (includ ing seeds of Lens spp. 
tvii? than South American coun- 

and se eds of Lathyrus spp., okra 
not m^ US esculen tus) and Vicia spp.) 
not nv^v?f ragraph (a) of this section, 
oL» lted entr Y in § 319.37 or any 
anv nth a y antme ’ and not restricted in 
frep frrT ei q _ uaran tine, and which are 
snnnrk pulp of a character which will 
25* llving lar vae of fruit flies or 
storpH * nj ^ riou ? i nsec ts> other than 
butinr." Pr ° dUCt insecte of general distri- 
be imported into the United 
be imnn ^ a p ? rmi t. Such seeds may 
ited subject to the requirements 

No. 69_ 4 


of §319.37-7 through §319.37-17, and 
§ 319.37-20, through ports that have spe¬ 
cial inspection facilities and are named 
in the permit issued for the seeds. In 
the case of seeds of such fruits as are 
approved for importation without treat¬ 
ment under the provisions of §§ 319.56, 
319.56-1 et seq., the requirements as to 
freedom from pulp shall not apply 
when such seeds are imported, un¬ 
der the requirements of this section, for 
propagation. 

(Secs. 1, 5, and 9, 37 Stat. 315, 316, 318, as 
amended; 7 U.S.C. 154, 159, 162) 

These amendments would authorize, 
with certain exceptions, the importation 
into the United States, under permit and 
through any port named in the permit, 
of seed of all species of Vicia, Lathyrus, 
and Lens, upon compliance with desig¬ 
nated safeguards. They would relax re¬ 
strictions now in effect. 

Vetch seed (Vicia spp.) and Lathyrus 
spp. seed have been under plant quaran¬ 
tine import permit requirements since 
August 1, 1936. Shortly after these re¬ 
quirements were imposed the importa¬ 
tion of vetch seed in commercial 
quantities at Pacific Coast ports was 
prohibited in order to conform Federal 
import requirements to State regulations 
governing the domestic movement of the 
seed. At ports other than those on the 
Pacific Coast, vetch seed is allowed entry 
after methyl bromide fumigation. Simi¬ 
lar treatment is required for Lathyrus 
spp. seed, which is allowed entry at all 
ports, including Pacific Coast ports, that 
have special inspection facilities. 

In addition to vetch seed, seed of 
another species of Vicia (broadbeans, 
Vicia faba), frequently imported for 
food purposes, has likewise been refused 
entry in commercial quantities at Pacific 
Coast ports. Such seed has been enter¬ 
able at other ports after methyl bromide 
fumigation, with a few conditional 
exemptions from the fumigation require¬ 
ment. These amendments would extend 
the permissive entry requirements here¬ 
tofore limited to broadbean seed im¬ 
ported at non-Pacific Coast ports to seed 
of all species of Vicia and Lathyrus im¬ 
ported at any port named in the permit 
issued for the seed and to seed of Lens 
spp. from countries other than those in 
South America. 

Lens spp. seed from all South Ameri¬ 
can countries will continue in a pro¬ 
hibited status under § 319.37(b) because 
of a form of the rust disease, Uromyces 
fabae, that exists in certain areas of 
South America. It has been determined 
that seed of Vicia spp., Lathyrus spp., 
and Lens spp. can be safely admitted 
under the stated provisions. 

The original State regulations on 
which the above-mentioned 1936 action 
was based have been relaxed. 

All persons who desire to submit writ¬ 
ten data, views, or arguments in connec¬ 
tion with this matter should file the 
same with the Director of the Plant 
Quarantine Division, Agricultural Re¬ 
search Service, U.S. Department of Agri¬ 
culture, Washington 25, D.C., within 30 
days after the date of publication of this 
notice in the Federal Register. 


Done at Washington, D.C., this 6th day 
of April 1961. 

[seal] M. R. Clarkson, 

Acting Administrator, 
Agricultural Research Service. 

[F.R. Doc. 61-3262; Filed, Apr. 11, 1961; 
8:50 a.m.] 


FEDERAL AVIATION AGENCY 

[14 CFR Parts 600, 601 1 

[Airspace Docket No. 60-NY-156] 

FEDERAL AIRWAYS, CONTROLLED 
AIRSPACE AND REPORTING POINTS 

Revocation 

Pursuant to the authority delegated to 
me by the Administrator (14 CFR 409.- 
13), notice is hereby given that the Fed¬ 
eral Aviation Agency is considering an 
amendment to Parts 600 and 601 of the 
regulations of the Administrator, the 
substance of which is stated below. 

Red Federal airway No. 58 extends 
from Augusta, Maine, to the United 
States/Canadian border east of Bangor, 
Maine. The Federal Aviation Agency is 
considering revoking Red 58. A Federal 
Aviation Agency IFR peak-day airway 
traffic survey for the period July 1, 1959, 
through June 30, 1960, shows a maxi¬ 
mum of six aircraft movements on Red 
58. Therefore, it appears that the reten¬ 
tion of this airway is unjustified as an 
assignment of airspace. Accordingly, 
the Federal Aviation Agency proposes to 
revoke Red 58 and its associated control 
areas from Augusta to the United 
States/Canadian border. Adoption of 
this proposal would not necessarily result 
in discontinuance of the low frequency 
navigational aids associated with Red 58. 
Any proposals to discontinue one or more 
of these aids would be processed in ac¬ 
cordance with current Agency proce¬ 
dures which include an opportunity for 
comment for those who would be affected 
by such action. Concurrently with this 
action, § 601.4258 relating to reporting 
points associated with Red 58 would also 
be revoked. 

Interested persons may submit such 
written data, views or arguments as they 
may desire. Communications should be 
submitted in triplicate to the Chief, Air 
Traffic Management Division, Federal 
Aviation Agency, Federal Building, New 
York International Airport, Jamaica 30, 
N.Y. All communications received with¬ 
in forty-five days after publication of 
this notice in the Federal Register will 
be considered before action is taken on 
the proposed amendment. No public 
hearing is contemplated at this time, but 
arrangements for informal conferences 
with Federal Aviation Agency officials 
may be made by contacting the Regional 
Air Traffic Management Division Chief, 
or the Chief, Airspace Utilization Divi¬ 
sion, Federal Aviation Agency, Washing¬ 
ton 25, D.C. Any data, views or argu¬ 
ments presented during such confer¬ 
ences must also be submitted in writing 
in accordance with this notice in order 
to become part of the record for consid- 
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eration. The proposal contained in this 
notice may be changed in the light of 
comments received. 

The official Docket will be available 
for examination by interested persons at 
the Docket Section, Federal Aviation 
Agency, Room B-316, 1711 New York 
Avenue NW., Washington 25, D.C. An 
informal Docket will also be available 
for examination at the office of the Re¬ 
gional Air Traffic Management Division 
Chief. 

This amendment, is proposed under 
section 307(a) of the Federal Aviation 
Act of 1958 (72 Stat. 749; 49 U.S.C. 1348). 

Issued in Washington, D.C., on April 
5, 1961. 

Charles W. Carmody, 
Chief t Airspace Utilization Division. 

[F.R. Doc. 61-3224; Filed, Apr. 11, 1961; 

8:45 a.m.] 

FEDERAL COMMUNICATIONS 
COMMISSION 

[ 47 CFR Part 3 ] 

[Docket No. 14037; FCC 61-470] 

STATIONS 20 KC APART 

Elimination of Interference Ratio 

1. Notice is hereby given of proposed 
rule making in the above-captioned 
matter. 

2. The Commission’s rules governing 
engineering standards of allocation for 
standard broadcast stations currently 
provide that objectionable interference 
is deemed to exist between stations 20 kc 
apart in the spectrum when the intensity 
of the undesired signal is thirty or more 
times the intensity of the desired signal. 
Further, it is provided that stations will 
not be licensed on frequencies 20 kc apart 
in such proximity to each other that the 
2 mv/m groundwave signal intensity con¬ 
tour of one station would overlap the 25 
mv/m groundwave signal intensity con¬ 
tour of the other. 

3. The Commission requires that ap¬ 
plications for construction permits for 
new or changed standard broadcast fa¬ 
cilities show the objectionable interfer¬ 
ence to be expected from or received by 
the requested operation and to dem¬ 
onstrate, by maps depicting the pertinent 
contours, that the proposed operation 
will comply with Commission require¬ 
ments concerning the 2 mv/m and 25 
mv/m overlap. 

4. Practice has shown that, in those 
instances where interference has been 
indicated between stations operating 20 
kc apart, the extent of interference is so 
slight as not to warrant denial of an 
application where no 2 mv/m and 25 
mv/m overlap is involved. Accordingly, 
and in view of the engineering work re¬ 
quired to supply such information, the 
Commission has determined that it will 
seek comments concerning the desira¬ 
bility of deleting from our rules the 30:1 
ratio pertaining to interference between 
stations 20 kc apart and relying upon the 
2 mv/m and 25 mv/m overlap provision 
of the rules to prevent degradation of 


standard broadcast service in the licens¬ 
ing of new stations. A procedure similar 
to that proposed has been successfully 
utilized over a period of years with regard 
to stations operating on frequencies 30 
kc apart. 

5. Accordingly, comments are invited 
as to the desirability of amending 
§ 3.182(w) of our rules as noted above. 

6. Authority for the adoption of the 
amendment proposed herein is contained 
in sections 4 (i) and (j), 303 and 307(b) 
of the Communications Act of 1934, as 
amended. 

7. Pursuant to applicable procedures 
set out in § 1.213 of the Commission’s 
rules, interested persons may file com¬ 
ments on or before May 15, 1961; and 
reply comments on or before May 25, 
1961. In reaching its decision herein, 
the Commission will not be limited to 
consideration of comments of record, but 
will take into account all relevant infor¬ 
mation obtained in any manner from 
informed sources. 

8. In accordance with the provisions 
of § 1.54 of the rules, an original and 14 
copies of all written comments and state¬ 
ments shall be furnished to the Commis¬ 
sion. 

Adopted: April 5, 1961. 

Released: April 7, 1961. 

Federal Communications 
Commission, 

[seal] Ben F. Waple, 

Acting Secretary. 

[F.R. Doc. 61-3257; Filed, Apr. 11, 1961; 

8:49 a.m.] 


[ 47 CFR Part 3 1 

[Docket No. 14038 (RM-238); FCC 61-472] 

TABLE OF ASSIGNMENTS, TELE¬ 
VISION BROADCAST STATIONS 

Blythe, Calif. 

1. Notice is hereby given of proposed 
rule making in the above-captioned 
matter. 

2. The Commission has before it for 
consideration the petition for rule mak¬ 
ing filed February 17, 1961 by Blythe 
Telecasting Company requesting that 
UHF Channel 34— be assigned to Blythe, 
California as a “drop-in”. 

3. It appearing that no other changes 
in the Table of Assignments would be re¬ 
quired to effectuate the proposed action, 
that it would comply with the Commis¬ 
sion’s rules, and that petitioner proposes 
to apply for the frequency if it is so 
allocated, the Commission invites com¬ 
ments on a proposal to amend § 3.606 of 
its rules, Table of Assignments, Tele¬ 
vision Broadcast Stations, by adding an 
entry as follows: 

City Channel No. 

Blythe, Calif_ — 34— 

4. The proposed change is subject to 
objection by the Government of the 
United Mexican States and the Commis¬ 
sion has initiated steps to ascertain the 
views of that Government. 

5. Authority for adoption of the 
amendment proposed herein is contained 
in sections 4 (i) and (j), 303 and 307(b) 


of the Communications Act of 1934 , as 
amended. 

6. Pursuant to applicable procedures 
set out in § 1.213 of the Commission’s 
rules, interested persons may file com¬ 
ments on or before May 5,1961, and reply 
comments on or before May 15,1961. In 
reaching its decision herein, the Com¬ 
mission will not be limited to consider¬ 
ation of comments of record, but will 
take into account all relevant informa¬ 
tion obtained in any manner from in¬ 
formed sources. 

7. In accordance with the provisions 
of § 1.54 of the rules, an original and 14 
copies of all written comments and state¬ 
ments shall be furnished to the Com¬ 
mission. 

Adopted: April 5, 1961. 

Released: April 7, 1961. 

Federal Communications 
Commission, 

[seal] Ben F. Waple, 

Acting Secretary. 

[F.R. Doc. 61-3258; Filed, Apr. 11, 1961; 

8:49 a.m.] 


[ 47 CFR Part 9 1 

[Docket No. 14027; FCC 61-451] 

AVIATION SERVICES 

Transmission of Radio Signals from 
Aircraft to Activate Lights 

1. Notice is hereby given of proposed 
rule-making in the above-entitled 
matter. 

2. It is proposed to amend Part 9 of 
the Commission’s rules, as shown below 
to provide for the VHF transmission of 
keyed RF signals from aircraft to acti¬ 
vate lights at unattended airports. This 
proposal parallels recommendations con¬ 
tained in the Radio Technical Commis¬ 
sion for Aeronautics (RTCA), SC-56, Re¬ 
port, “Activation of Airport .Lights by 
Radio Transmissions From Aircraft . 

3. The ability to activate airport lights 
from aircraft desiring to use normally 
unattended airports would eliminate the 
need for lighting such airports continu¬ 
ously during the hours of darkness or ior 
making special arrangements for the 
manual control of lights. 

4. Specifically, it is proposed to amena 
Part 9 to authorize, on the condition tna 
no harmful interference is caused to 
voice communications, (1) the 
airport utility frequencies by all airc ™\ 
for the activation of airport Ughts, ana 
(2) the use of the aeronautical advisory 
frequency 122.8 Me by private aircrait 
for the activation of airport lights, 
major considerations governing se 

of these frequencies are that (1) tney 
currently available to and widely 
mented in aircraft and (2) their “ 
tional use for the airport light activatio 
function is not expected to result m 
harmful interference to present y 
thorized communication service . . 

5. The previously mentioned 
Report included recommendat ons^ ^ 
the light activation signal be a sen 
dashes of RP energy Produced by pre^ 
ing and releasing the microph 

of the aircraft VHP transmitter m 
cordance with an assigned code. 
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6 The proposed amendment is issued 
under the authority of sections 303 (b), 
(c) (g) and (r) of the Communications 
Act of 1934, as amended. 

7. Any interested person who is of the 
opinion that the proposed amendments 
should not be adopted, or should not be 
adopted in the form set forth herein, may 
file with the Commission on or before 
May 15, 1961, written data, views, or 
arguments setting forth his comments. 
Comments in support of the proposed 
amendments may also be filed on or be¬ 
fore the same date. Rebuttal comments 
may be filed within ten days from the 
last day for filing of original comments. 
The Commission will consider all such 
comments prior to taking final action in 
this matter, provided that, notwithstand¬ 
ing the provisions of § 1.213 of the rules, 
the Commission’s consideration will not 
be limited solely to the comments filed 
in this proceeding. 

8. In accordance with the provision 
of § 1.54 of the Commission’s rules, an 
original and 14 copies of all statements, 
briefs, or comments shall be furnished 
the Commission. 


Adopted: April 5, 1961. 

Released: April 7, 1961. 

Federal Communications 
Commission, 

[seal] Ben F. Waple, 

Acting Secretary. 

1. Paragraph (g) of § 9.312 is amended 
to read as follows: 


§ 9.312 Frequencies available. 

* * * * * 


(g) 121.60, 121.65, 121.70, 121.75, 

121.80, 121.85, 121.90, and 121.95 mega¬ 
cycles: Airport utility frequencies. The 
frequency 121.60 Me may be used by air¬ 
craft radio stations for airport utility 
communications on the condition that no 
harmful interference is caused to search 
and rescue operations in the locale in¬ 
volved. in addition to their use for air¬ 
port utility communications, these fre¬ 
quencies may be used for the control of 
airport lights by the transmission of 
brief keyed RF signals from aircraft on 
the condition that no harmful inter¬ 
ference is caused to authorized voice 

communications. 


2. Paragraph (e) of .§ 9.331 is 
amended to read as follows: 

§ 9.331 Frequencies available. 


(e) 122.8 megacycles, 6A3 emissii 
nvate aircraft stations to aeronaut: 
visory stations and between priv 
ireraft stations while in flight. F 
nussible communications are defined 
i ‘ 4 ' In addition, brief keyed 

trnf 1 * may be tran smitted for the c 
craf .° ai ,^ )ort Ughts from private i 
intpvf 0n condi t;ion that no harir 
cnmi erence is caused t0 authorized vc 

communications 


[ pR Doc. 61-3259; Filed, Apr. 11, 1961; 
8:49 a.m.] 


C 47 CFR Part 10 1 

[Docket No. 14028, RM-157; FCC 61-452] 

POLICE MOBILE RADIO UNITS 

Automatic Relay of Communications 

From Subminiature Mobile Equip¬ 
ment to Base Stations 

1. Notice is hereby given of proposed 
rule-making in the above-entitled 
matter. 

2. The Associated Police Communi¬ 
cations Officers, Inc. (APCO), East 
Lansing, Michigan, has filed a petition 
for amendment of Part 10 of the Com¬ 
mission’s rules, Public Safety Radio 
Services, to provide for the use of police 
mobile units as “mobile repeater sta¬ 
tions.” As proposed, a mobile unit in a 
police vehicle could be used to relay auto¬ 
matically police communications from 
an officer, using sub-miniature equip¬ 
ment while away from the vehicle, to the 
base station and vice versa, i.e., from the 
base station to the officer via the mobile 
unit. Police frequencies of 37 Me and 
above are proposed for the automatic 
relay operations due to the large number 
of mobile units which are authorized to 
operate in the so-called “low band”; i.e., 
37-46 Me. In addition, petitioner rec¬ 
ommends that the safeguards set forth 
in subparagraphs (1) and (3) of 
§ 10.254(a) relating to normal mobile 
relay operations be made inapplicable to 
the proposed “mobile repeater” oper¬ 
ations. This, it is stated, stems from the 
fact that, normally, the absence of the 
officer from his car is of short duration. 
Thus, exemption from the coded signal 
requirement is unlikely to result in the 
activation of the car transmitter by un¬ 
desired signals. Furthermore, in view 
of the emergency police needs in 
instances in this type, to have an auto¬ 
matic time limit on the car’s relay func¬ 
tion could lessen the inherent safety 
value of the system. 

3. In support of this proposal, the peti¬ 
tion states: 

Frequently police officers in the course 
of their patrols or in answer to emergency 
calls, find it necessary to leave their cars. 
This requirement not infrequently places 
such officers in a position of danger with¬ 
out available facilities for direct and 
prompt communication with other police 
officers or with police headquarters * ♦ *. 
In order to meet the emergency needs of 
the police officer for communications when 
he is not actually in a patrol car increased 
reliance is being placed upon the use of sub¬ 
miniature equipment, i.e., equipment that 
can be carried in the pocket of an officer’s 
uniform. Such equipment has now been 
developed to the point at which it is prac¬ 
tical for police officers to have small radio 
receiving and transmitting equipment with 
them when they are on foot or away from 
their patrol cars. However, the range of 
this equipment—particularly the transmit¬ 
ting equipment—is relatively limited. The 
transmitting equipment can at best be ex¬ 
pected to cover about five miles, and this 
limitation becomes especially serious when 
the policeman is distant from other police 
facilities * * *. In light of current tech¬ 
nical knowledge it is possible, however, for 
the radio equipment in the police patrol 
car to be used as repeater equipment which 


will receive the communications from the 
police officer while he is away from his car 
and in turn relay it over the facilities nor¬ 
mally used for communications between the 
car and headquarters or other mobile units. 
Through the use in this manner of the 
mobile equipment in the patrol car, the offi¬ 
cer can be in contact with police headquar¬ 
ters even when it is necessary for him to 
leave his car for investigative or other pur¬ 
poses * * *. The mobile equipment in the 
patrol car would not be operated as a mobile 
repeater until the officer throws a switch 
upon leaving the car. It would be disabled 
upon his return to the car. 

4. The Commission has given careful 
consideration to the petition and is per¬ 
suaded that the objectives of the pro¬ 
posal have merit. Enabling the officer 
to advise headquarters of his immediate 
situation while away from his car may 
substantially increase his safety. 

5. In every proposal involving a new 
usage of public safety frequencies, the 
benefits to be realized must be balanced 
against the impact which will be pro¬ 
duced on the limited available frequen¬ 
cies. The petitioner’s proposal would re¬ 
quire two additional frequencies: one 
would be used at low power by the pocket 
set for relaying to the base station; the 
other for relay transmissions from the 
base station to the officer would be used 
at a power up to ten watts. 

6. The usage of the additional low 
power frequency has the advantage of 
permitting duplication in relatively 
closely spaced areas without mutual in¬ 
terference potentialities. A licensee re¬ 
questing assignment of a frequency for 
this purpose in addition to his regular 
base-mobile complement would not have 
to make the special showing of need re¬ 
quired of applicants for more than two 
frequencies. While it is recognized that 
it would be advantageous for the base 
station to reach the officer, it appears 
that this could be accomplished in most 
instances without a relay. Further, it 
would seem that the major objective has 
been met when the police officer has noti¬ 
fied headquarters of his immediate situa¬ 
tion. Further, the second additional fre¬ 
quency required to relay back to the of¬ 
ficer would, because of the greater power 
and more efficient radiating system, have 
considerable interfering capabilities. 
Also, a large scale use of base-mobile 
frequencies in this manner could seri¬ 
ously reduce the availability of such 
frequencies for normal usage. Further¬ 
more, there is the difficulty that each 
time the base station transmits, all car 
equipment in the system which had been 
switched to the relay function would 
repeat the transmission, whether or not 
the communications were directed to a 
pocket set. Since this in many cases 
would unnecessarily tie up a channel, 
and, as pointed out above, would not 
greatly increase the safety value of such 
relay systems, the Commission is not pro¬ 
posing herein that part of the petition 
which would provide for the automatic 
relaying of communications from base 
stations via vehicle equipment to pocket 
sets. 

7. In view of the foregoing, the rule 
change proposed herein is designed to 
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provide for the more important part 
of the proposed mode of operation and 
at the same time not to contribute mate¬ 
rially to the present frequency shortage 
situation. In doing so, the Commission, 
rather than to amend § 10.254(a) as re¬ 
quested, prefers to add a new paragraph 
(e) to this section. In this way, the 
present paragraph (a) will continue to 
govern normal mobile relay operations 
and the proposed new paragraph (e) 
would set forth the conditions under 
which mobile units may be used for auto¬ 
matic relaying. 

8. The proposed rule amendment, 
which is set forth below is issued pursu¬ 
ant to the authority contained in sec¬ 
tions 4(i) and 303 of the Communications 
Act of 1934, as amended. 

9. Any interested person who is of the 
opinion that the proposed amendment 
should not be adopted, or should not be 
adopted in the form set forth herein, 
and any person desiring to support this 
proposal, may file with the Commission 
on or before June 1,1961, a written state¬ 
ment or brief setting forth his comments. 
Comments in reply to the original com¬ 
ments may be filed within ten days from 
the last day for filing said original data, 
views, or arguments. No additional 
comments may be filed unless (1) spe¬ 
cifically requested by the Commission, or 
(2) good cause for the filing of such addi¬ 
tional comments is established. The 
Commission will consider all comments 
filed hereunder prior to taking final ac¬ 
tion in this matter provided that, not¬ 


withstanding the provisions of § 1.213 of 
the rules, the Commission will not be 
limited solely to the comments filed in 
this proceeding. 

10. In accordance with the provisions 
of § 1.54 of the Commission’s rules and 
regulations, the original and 14 copies 
of all statements, briefs, or comments 
filed shall be furnished the Commission. 

Adopted: April 5,1961. 

Released: April 7,1961. 

Federal Communications 
Commission, 

[seal] Ben F. Waple, 

Acting Secretary. 

It is proposed to amend Part 10 of the 
Commission’s rules, Public Safety Radio 
Services, as follows: Amend § 10.254 by 
adding a new paragraph (e), to read as 
follows: 

§ 10.254 Station limitations. 

* * * * * 

(e) Subject to the condition that 
harmful interference is not caused to 
normal base-mobile operations of other 
licensees, units of a police mobile sta¬ 
tion operating above 37 Me may be used 
to relay automatically mobile service 
communications from police mobile 
equipment, which is authorized to the 
same licensee and the input power of 
which does not exceed 3 watts, to as¬ 
sociated base stations. 

[F.R. Doc. 61-3260; Filed, Apr. 11, 1961; 

8:49 a.m.] 


> 





Notices 


department of the treasury 

Bureau of Customs 

[455.44] 

CERTAIN FOOTWEAR 
Tariff Classification 

The Bureau of Customs published a 
notice in the Federal Register dated 
January 27, 1961 (26 F.R. 852), that 
there was under review the tariff classi¬ 
fication of certain footwear having soles 
with the characteristics and appearance 
of the soles commonly found on tennis 
shoes, basketball shoes, “Ked-type” 
shoes and so-called sneakers, where the 
soles of the footwear are in chief value 
of material other than india rubber, 
leather, or wood. 

In a letter of April 7, 1960, addressed 
to the collector of customs, New York, 
New York, the Bureau ruled that foot¬ 
wear having uppers of the kind de¬ 
scribed in paragraph 1530(e), Tariff Act 
of 1930, as modified and amended, and 
soles such as those commonly found 
on tennis shoes, basketball shoes, “Ked- 
type” shoes, and so-called sneakers, 
when the soles although not in chief 
value of india rubber have the same 
appearance and general characteristics, 
such as the resiliency, flexibility, and 
skid-resistancy of the soles referred to, 
is classifiable as: 

Footwear having uppers composed wholly 
or in chief value of wool, cotton, ramie, ani¬ 
mal hair, fiber, rayon or other synthetic 
textile, silk, or substitutes for any of the 
foregoing with soles wholly or in chief value 
of substitutes for rubber, under paragraph 
1530(e), supra, dutiable at the reduced rate 
of 20 percent ad valorem (full rate 35 per¬ 
cent ad valorem) based on the American 
selling price when the elements of section 
W2a(g) are present, except as provided for 


view » a sole not in chief valut 
ox india rubber but which has the gen- 
erai characteristics of the resilient, flex- 
ioie, skid-resistant, rubber soles of foot¬ 
ed S U ch as tennis shoes, basketbal 
Ked-type” shoes, and so-callec 
sneakers, is a sole wholly or in chieJ 

tb! l 0f . substi tutes for rubber” withir 
the| meaning of Treasury Decision 46158 
i taken irrespective of th< 

leatw 3,1 other than India rubber 
St or . wood) of which the sole h 
? chief value > unless it shal 
usm ^lished ^at such ma terial wa : 

Charon K- 0wn right and for its owr 
(naS 1Stl< ll and not in P^ce of indh 
rubber - The statement o: 
granh Pl tf °^ t ii ned ^ the second para- 

Srdi y TD - 54885<9) 18 modifle ‘ 

asl^ 0 m a p r t1 ftf this deci sion results in th< 
MiSinf 1 ? greater amount of dutj 
Posed v.iiriilv° tWear having uppers com- 
wtton ra mf o 0r ln chief value of wool 
0r other svnfh ^ mt ? al hair > flber * ra y° r 
tutes for anv te . xtlle ' silk > or substi- 
any of the foregoing, with sole: 


having the general characteristics of the 
resilient, flexible, skid-resistant, rubber 
soles of footwear such as tennis shoes, 
basketball shoes, “Ked-type” shoes, and 
so-called sneakers, under paragraph 
1530(e), Tariff Act of 1930, as modified 
and amended, than would have been as¬ 
sessable under the established and uni¬ 
form practice, it shall be applied to such 
or similar merchandise only when en¬ 
tered, or withdrawn from warehouse, for 
consumption after 90 days after the date 
of publication of an abstract of this de¬ 
cision in the Weekly Treasury Decisions. 

[seal] Philip Nichols, Jr., 

Commissioner of Customs. 

[F.R. Doc. 61-3274; Filed, Apr. 11, 1961; 

8:51 a.m.] 


[T.D. 55362] 

CERTAIN RUBBER-SOLED FOOTWEAR 
ON AMERICAN SELLING PRICE 
BASIS 

Appraisement 

April 7,1961. 

By a notice published in the Federal 
Register for Friday, January 27, 1961 
(26 F.R. 852), under the heading “Cer¬ 
tain Rubber Soled Footwear Appraise¬ 
ment; American Selling Price Basis”, the 
Bureau of Customs announced that a 
question was pending as to the applica¬ 
bility of American selling price to rub¬ 
ber-soled footwear with uppers wholly or 
in chief value of various materials in¬ 
cluding rayon and toyo cloth, such foot¬ 
wear being of a type classifiable under 
paragraph 1530(e) of the tariff act. The 
Bureau has considered the pertinent 
data, views, and arguments which have 
been received and has decided the ques¬ 
tion as follows. 

In determining the applicability of 
American selling price to rubber-soled 
footwear, including footwear with soles 
in chief value of substitutes for rubber, 
of a type classifiable under paragraph 
1530(e) of the tariff act, a difference in 
the materials of which the uppers are 
composed shall not in itself prevent a 
determination that imported footwear 
is “like or similar” to domestic footwear. 

In making a determination as to the 
similarity of imported and domestic 
footwear of the type described above, 
appraisers shall consider commercial 
interchangeability, adaptability to sub¬ 
stantially the same uses, and compet¬ 
itiveness from the standpoint of customer 
acceptance. The following factors shall 
be among those taken into account: 

(1) The appearance of the footwear; 

(2) The durability of the footwear; 

(3) The degree, if any, to which the 
footwear is deteriorated by being sub¬ 
jected to moisture as, for example, per¬ 
spiration or rain; 

(4) The workmanship and finish of 
the footwear. 

It is stressed that factors other than 
those mentioned above may be taken 


into account in determining similarity 
and that a difference between imported 
and domestic footwear with respect to 
one factor shall not necessarily establish 
lack of similarity. Emphasis shall be 
placed on whether the imported and 
domestic footwear are substantially 
similar. 

This decision shall be effective with 
respect to all footwear of the type de¬ 
scribed above which is exported to the 
United States on or after the date this 
decision is published in the Federal 
Register. 

[seal] Philip Nichols, Jr., 

Commissioner of Customs. 

[F.R. Doc. 61-3275; Filed, Apr. 11, 1961; 

8:51 a.m.] 


DEPARTMENT OF STATE 

International Cooperation 
Administration 

DEPUTY DIRECTOR FOR OPERATIONS 
Delegation of Authority 

By virtue of the authority vested in me 
by section 7 of Redelegation of Author¬ 
ity No. 85-10A of February 2, 1961, and 
to the extent consistent with law, I here¬ 
by delegate to the Deputy Director for 
Operations of the International Coop¬ 
eration Administration all the functions 
now or hereafter conferred upon the 
Director of the International Coopera¬ 
tion Administration by Redelegation of 
Authority No. 85-10A, and the functions 
or authorities of making, rendering, 
executing, amending, or terminating 
waivers, approvals, authorizations, de¬ 
terminations, certifications, findings or 
agreement, concurrences or clearance, as 
the case may be, now or hereafter con¬ 
ferred upon the Director by or under 
regulations, manual orders, policy direc¬ 
tives, notices and other directives or is¬ 
suances, including circular messages of 
the Director, or of the International Co¬ 
operation Administration, and all func¬ 
tions or authorities delegated or assigned 
to, or otherwise conferred upon me as 
Director of the International Coopera¬ 
tion Administration or as head of an 
agency by law or regulation. Reference 
herein to Redelegation of Authority 
shall be deemed to be reference to such 
Redelegation as amended from time to 
time. 

Nothing herein shall be construed tc 
derogate from the authority of the Di¬ 
rector, in his discretion, at any time to 
exercise any of the functions herein dele¬ 
gated to the Deputy Director for Opera¬ 
tions, or to amend or supplement this 
Delegation of Authority, or to derogate 
from other delegations or assignments 
heretofore or hereafter made. 

The above authorities shall not be dele¬ 
gated, nor shall they be exercised by an 
individual serving as Deputy Director for 
Operations in an Acting capacity. 
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This delegation of authority shall be 
effective immediately, and shall continue 
in full force and effect until such time 
as it is rescinded by me. 

Henry R. Labouisse, 

Director. 

March 30, 1961. 

[F.R. Doc. 61-3234; Filed, Apr. 11, 1961; 
8:47 a.m.] 


DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE 

Office of the Secretary 
COMMISSIONER OF PATENTS 
Delegation of Authority 

1. Pursuant to the authority vested in 
the Secretary of Commerce by section 
2 of Reorganization Plan No. 5 of 1950 
and Executive Order 10930 (26 F.R. 
2583) the Commissioner of Patents is 
hereby authorized to perform the func¬ 
tions prescribed by Executive Order 
10096 as amended by Executive Order 
10930 heretofore performed by the Gov¬ 
ernment Patents Board and the Chair¬ 
man thereof. 

2. The Commissioner of Patents is 
further authorized to arrange, as he 
deems appropriate, for the performance 
of these designated functions. 

3. To the extent consonant with law, 
all personnel, records and funds of the 
Government Patents Board are hereby 
transferred to the Patent Office. 

Dated: March 24, 1961. 

Edward Gudeman, 
Acting Secretary of Commerce. 

[F.R. Doc. 61-3334; Filed, Apr. 11, 1961; 

8:52 a.m.] 


DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE 

Office of the Attorney General 

[Order 242-61] 

PRESIDENT’S COMMITTEE ON EQUAL 
EMPLOYMENT OPPORTUNITY 

Assignment of Functions 

By virtue of the authority vested in 
me by Executive Order No. 10925 of 
March 6, 1961, and as Attorney General 
of the United States, I hereby order as 
follows: 

1. Pursuant to section 307 of Executive 
Order No. 10925,1 hereby designate John 
L. Seigenthaler, Assistant to the Attorney 
General, as the Principal Compliance 
Officer of the Department of Justice, and 
authorize him to designate, from time to 
time, such Deputy Compliance Officers 
as he may deem to be necessary and ap¬ 
propriate to carry out the provisions of 
that order. 

2. I hereby assign to the Principal 
Compliance Officer the responsibility for 
conducting studies of departmental con¬ 
tracting practices and for recommending 
to me any proposed orders, procedures, 
or other measures relating to the con¬ 
tracting activities of this Department 
which will assure maximum effectiveness 


in carrying out the intent and purpose 
of part III of Executive Order No. 10925. 

3. The Principal Compliance Officer 
shall promptly prepare for my consider¬ 
ation recommendations concerning any 
actions that the President’s Committee 
on Equal Employment Opportunity 
might initiate to assure the prompt 
eradication of all vestiges of facial, reli¬ 
gious, or other unfair discrimination 
from our Government. 

4. The functions assigned to John L. 
Seigenthaler by this order shall be in 
addition to the functions assigned to him 
by Order No. 239-61 of March 17, 1961. 

5. The first sentence of paragraph 3 
(a) of Order No. 239-61 of March 17, 
1961, is hereby amended by deleting 
“Order No. 155-55” and inserting in lieu 
thereof “Order No. 105-55”. 

6. This order shall become effective 
upon the effective date of Executive 
Order No. 10925 of March 6, 1961. 

Robert F. Kennedy, 
Attorney General. 

April 6, 1961. 

[F.R. Doc. 61-3247; Filed, Apr. 11, 1961; 

8:47 a.m.] 


DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR 

Bureau of Land Management 
IDAHO 

Notice of Termination of Proposed 
Withdrawal and Reservation of 
Lands 

April 4, 1961. 

Notice of an application, Idaho 010828, 
for withdrawal and reservation of lands 
was published as Federal Register Docu¬ 
ment No. 59-8893 on Page 8555 of the 
issue for October 22, 1959. The appli¬ 
cant agency has cancelled its application 
insofar as it involved the lands described 
below. Therefore, pursuant to the regu¬ 
lations contained in 43 CFR Part 295, 
such lands will be at 10:00 a.m. on April 
14,1961, relieved of the segregative effect 
of the above-mentioned application. 

The lands involved in this termination 
are: 

Boise Meridian, Idaho 

T. 11 S., R. 15 E., 

Sec. 7; Lots 2, 3, 4, Ei/ 2 wy 2 ; 

Sec. 18; Lots 1, 2, 3, 4, Ei/ 2 Wi/ 2 ; 

Sec. 19; Lots 1, 2, 3, 4, Ey 2 wy 2 ; 

Sec. 30; Lots 1, 2, 3, 4, Ey 2 Wy 2 ; 

Sec. 31; Lots 1, 2, 3, 4, Ey 2 wy 2 . 

T. 12 S., R. 15 E., 

Sec. 6; Lots 5, 6, 7, SE^NWy4, Ey 2 SWy4; 

Sec. 7; Lots 1, 2, 3, 4, Ey 2 wy 2 ; 

Sec. 18; Lots 1, 2, 3, 4, Ey 2 wy 2 ; 

Sec. 19; Lot 1, Ny 2 NEy4, NEy 4 NWy 4 ; 

Sec. 20; Ny 2 Ny 2 ; 

Sec. 21; Nwy4Nwy4. 

T. 13 S.,R. 15 E., 

Sec.4; Ey 2 SEy4; 

Sec. 9; NEy4NEy4; 

Sec. 10; Ny 2 NEi4; 

Sec. 11; Ei/ 2 , Ni/ 2 NWy4; 

sec. 14; nw&ne^, Ey 2 Nwy 4 , swy 4 Nwy4, 
wy 2 swy 4 . 

T. 12 S., R. 16 E., 

sec. 1 ; Ny 2 swi,4, se^sw^, sy 2 SEy4; 

Sec. 2; SW^NWy4, Ny 2 Sy 2 ; 

Sec. 3; sy 2 NEi,4, SEi4NWy4, Ny 2 swy4. 


T. 12 S., R. 17 E., 


Sec. 2; SW^SW^, SE^SEy 4 ; 
Sec.4; SWy 4 SWy 4 ; 

Sec. 5; sy 2 sy 2 ; 

Sec. 6; Lot 7, SE^SW^, Sy 2 SEl4‘ 
Sec. 9; Ny 2 NWy4; 


oeu. xu; oy 2 in y 2 , »w y 4 ,in y 2 se%, SW V A SEV. • 
Sec. 15; NWy 4 NEy 4) Ny 2 NW^; /4 ’ 

Sec. 21; NW^NE^, Ey 2 Wy 2 ,SW^SWV 4 * 
Sec. 28; Ny 2 NWy 4 ; 4 

Sec. 29; Ny 2 NE^; 

Sec. 31; Lot 4. 

T. 13 S.,R. 17 E., 

Sec. 6; Lots 4, 5; 

Sec. 7; Lots 1, 2, 3, 4; 

Sec. 18; Lots 1, 2, 3. 


The areas described aggregate 6,060.97 
acres in Twin Falls County, Idaho. 

Joe T. Fallini, 
State Supervisor. 

[F.R. Doc. 61-3232; Filed, Apr. 11, 1961; 
8:46 a.m.] 


Office of the Secretary 

[Order 2853] 

DIRECTOR, GEOLOGICAL SURVEY 

Delegation of Authority to Negotiate 
One or More Contracts for Profes¬ 
sional Services 


Section 1. Delegation. The Director, 
Geological Survey, is authorized subject 
to the provisions of section 2 of this 
order, to exercise the authority delegated 
by the Administrator of General Services 
to the Secretary of the Interior (24 F.R. 
1921) to negotiate, without advertising, 
under section 302(c) (4) of the Federal 
Property and Administrative Services 
Act of 1949, as amended (41 U.S.C. 252 
et seq.), one or more contracts for pro¬ 
fessional services relating to the studies 
of seismic-wave propagation pa,th and 
regional traveltimes in the California- 
Nevada region, a part of the Vela Uni¬ 
form program to improve the ability to 
detect underground nuclear explosions 
and to distinguish them from natural 
seismic disturbances. 


Sec. 2. Exercise of authority. The au¬ 
thority delegated by section 1 of this 
order shall be exercised in accordance 
with the applicable limitations in the 
Federal Property and Administrative 
Services Act of 1949, as amended, and m 
accordance with applicable policies, pro¬ 
cedures and controls prescribed by tne 
General Services Administration and tne 
Department of the Interior. The au¬ 
thority delegated by this order does 
include authority to make advance pay¬ 
ments under section 305 of the act. 


Sec 3. Redelegation. The P irect01> 
Geological Survey, may, in writing, re 
ielegate or authorize written redelega 
ion of the authority granted in s 
. of this order, not to exceed $25,000 1 
my one contract, to a subordma 
dal or employee. The redelegat on oi 
his authority shall be published m tn 




Stewart L. Udall, 
Secretary of the Interior. 


April 5, 1961. 

[FR. Doc. 61-3233; Filed, Apr. 

8:47 ajn.] 


11 , 1901 ? 
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CIVIL AERONAUTICS BOARD 

[Docket 10920] 

nonpriority mail rate case 

Notice of Oral Argument 

Notice is hereby given, pursuant to the 
provisions of the Federal Aviation Act of 
1958, as amended, that oral argument in 
the above-entitled proceeding is assigned 
to be heard on May 3, 1961, at 10:00 a.m., 
e.d.s.t., in Room 1027, Universal Build¬ 
ing, Connecticut and Florida Avenues 
NW., Washington, D.C., before the Board. 

Dated at Washington, D.C., April 7, 
1961. 

[seal] Francis W. Brown, 

Chief Examiner. 

[F.R. Doc. 61-3263; Filed, Apr. 11, 1961; 

8:50 a.m.] 


FEDERAL COMMUNICATIONS 
COMMISSION 

[FCC 61-449] 

STATEMENT OF ORGANIZATION, 
DELEGATIONS OF AUTHORITY, 
AND OTHER INFORMATION 


Matters Delegated 

At a session of the Federal Communi¬ 
cations Commission held at its offices in 
Washington, D.C., on the 5th day of 
April 1961; 

The Commission having under consid¬ 
eration authority delegated to the Chief 
of its Safety and Special Radio Services 
Bureau in section 0.291(b)(7) of its 
Statement of Organization, Delegations 
of Authority, and Other Information; 
and ' 

It appearing that operational experi- 
encc under the said existing delegation 
oi authority indicates that the public 
interest would be served by extending 

Qn e + Pr i e 0 S A ent time limitation therein from 
yo to 180 days; and 

rAflI Urther a PP eal 'ing that the present 
5 , , J? said section 0.291(b) (7) to 
Commission’s rules should 
berin, 5t? 10 § 2102 t0 reflect a num- 

SL e w d l Slgnation which was made 

sfon nrL eb *' Uary 1961 ^ a Commis- 
( 25P.R U97 a 6)Tand DeCember 21 * 1960 

the t im P t n^!L api j earing th at authority for 
tained ,- ri cmci : lt ordered herein is con- 
303(r) of 4(i) ’ 5(d)(1) - and 

«34, as amended; m and UniCati ° nS ACt ° f 

n '>tice U Md er P ff PP .® aring that the Public 
section 4 of S J* ate provisions of 

c «ture Lf th Administrative Pro- 
aj hendment ^PP^cable to the 

involves intern^ her6in because >t 
authority; W nal organization and 

1 96 1 .^secUon 6< n’ oTl'fA effective April 17, 
Oisslon^ (7) of the Com- 

be'egations of Organization, 

tor aation t i 1 °i’ lty ’ and Other In- 
s amended to read as follows. 


Sec. 0.291 Matters delegated. * * ♦ 
(b) * * * 

(7) Petitions or requests seeking 
waiver of or exception to any rule, regu¬ 
lation or requirement, and to act upon 
petitions or requests relating to the 
assignment of frequencies to the various 
safety and special radio services but 
requiring action under § 2.102 of the 
rules, when he finds that the operation 
for which permission is sought (i) is of 
a nonrecurring nature and does not war¬ 
rant rule making proceedings with a 
view to establishing it on a regular basis, 
(ii) will not exceed 180 days, and (iii) 
will cause no harmful interference to 
any service operating in accordance with 
the Table of Frequency Allocations. 
This delegation does not apply to re¬ 
quests for renewals of any authority to 
operate granted hereunder: Provided, 
however. That none of the foregoing 
limitations shall apply to petitions or 
requests for waiver of or exception to 
any requirement set forth in §§ 12.27, 
12.44, 12.81, 12.90 and 12.111, the latter 
section only to the extent that it applies 
to types of emission, of the Commission’s 
rules governing the amateur radio 
service. 

Released: April 7, 1961. 

Federal Communications 
Commission, 

[seal] Ben F. Waple, 

Acting Secretary. 

[F.R. Doc. 61-3252; Filed, Apr. 11, 1961; 

8:48 a.m.] 


[Docket Nos. 13926, 13927; FCC 61M-606] 

VALUE RADIO CORP. (WOSH) AND 
HOWARD MILLER ENTERPRISES 
AND CONSULTANTS, INC. (WGEZ) 

Order Following Pre-Hearing 
Conference 

In re applications of Value Radio 
Corporation (WOSH), Oshkosh, Wiscon¬ 
sin, Docket No. 13926, File No. BP-13268; 
Howard Miller Enterprises and Consult¬ 
ants, Inc. (WGEZ), Beloit, Wisconsin, 
Docket No. 13927, File No. BP-13576; 
for construction permits. 

On the basis of agreements reached 
at a pre-hearing conference held on 
April 5, 1961, in the above-entitled pro¬ 
ceeding: It is ordered, This 5th day of 
April 1961, that the following procedural 
steps will govern future course of 
hearing: 

Exchange date: May 15, 1961. 
Engineering Conference: May 31, 1961. 
Further Pre-Hearing Conference: June 6, 
1961. 

Freeze date: June 14, 1961. 

Hearing: June 19, 1961. 

Released: April 6, 1961. 

Federal Communications 
Commission, 

[seal] Ben F. Waple, 

Acting Secretary. 

[F.R. Doc. 61-3253; Filed, Apr. 11, 1961; 
8:48 a.m.] 


ATOMIC ENERGY COMMISSION 

[Docket No. 50-186] 

CURATORS OF UNIVERSITY OF 
MISSOURI 

Notice of Application for Utilization 
Facility License 

Please take notice that the Curators 
of the University of Missouri, Columbia. 
Missouri, under section 104c of the 
Atomic Energy Act of 1954, have sub¬ 
mitted an application for a license to 
construct and operate a heterogeneous 
light water cooled and moderated pres¬ 
surized tank research reactor at initial 
power levels up to 5,000 kilowatts (ther¬ 
mal) and ultimate power levels up to 
10,000 kilowatts (thermal) on the cam¬ 
pus of the University of Missouri at Co¬ 
lumbia, Missouri. A copy of the applica¬ 
tion is available for public inspection in 
the AEC Public Document Room, located 
at 1717 H Street NW., Washington, D.C. 

Dated at Germantown, Md., this 5th 
day of April 1961. 

For the Atomic Energy Commission. 

R. L. Kirk, 

Deputy Director, Division of 
Licensing and Regulation. 

[F.R. Doc. 61-3223; Filed, Apr. 11, 1961; 
8:45 a.m.] 


FEDERAL POWER COMMISSION 

[Docket Nos. G-18338, etc.] 

COASTAL TRANSMISSION CORP. 

ET AL. 

Order Fixing Date for Oral Argument 

April 6, 1961. 

Coastal Transmission Corporation, 
Docket No. G-18338; Houston Texas Gas 
and Oil Corporation, Docket No. G- 
18615; Shell Oil Company, Docket No. 
G-18805; The Sparta Oil Company, 
Docket No. G-19964; Southern Natural 
Gas Company, Docket No. CP60-92. 

On March 1, 1961, the Presiding 
Examiner issued a decision in the 
above captioned proceedings. Excep¬ 
tions thereto were filed and several of 
the parties requested an opportunity to 
present oral argument before the Com¬ 
mission in support of their exceptions. 

The Commission finds: It is appro¬ 
priate in carrying out the provisions of 
the Natural Gas Act that oral argument 
be had before the Commission in these 
matters as hereinafter ordered and 
provided. 

The Commission orders: 

(A) Oral argument shall be had before 
the Commission on April 27, 1961, at 
10:00 a.m., e.s.t., in a Hearing Room of 
the Federal Power Commission, 441 G 
Street NW., Washington, D.C., concern¬ 
ing the matters involved and the issues 
presented by the above-mentioned ex¬ 
ceptions to the Presiding Examiner’s 
decision herein. 

(B) Those parties to this proceeding 
who intend to participate in the oral 
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argument shall notify the Secretary of 
the Commission on or before April 18, 
1961, of such intention and of the time 
required for presentation of their argu¬ 
ment. 

By the Commission. 

Joseph H. Gutride, 

Secretary. 

[F.R. Doc. 61-3225; Filed, Apr. 11, 1961; 
8:45 a.m.] 


[Docket No. E-6991] 

COMMUNITY PUBLIC SERVICE CO. 

Notice of Application 

April 5, 1961. 

Take notice that on March 27, 1961, 
an application was filed with the Federal 
Power Commission pursuant to section 
204 of the Federal Power Act by Com¬ 
munity Public Service Company (“Ap¬ 
plicant”) , a corporation organized under 
the laws of the State of Delaware and 
domesticated in the States of New Mex¬ 
ico and Texas, with its principal place 
of business at Fort Worth, Texas, seeking 
an order authorizing the issuance of 
$5,000,000 principal amount of First 
Mortgage Bonds, Series F, __ percent, 
due 1991. The aforesaid First Mortgage 
Bonds will be issued as a new series of 
30-year bonds under Applicant’s Mort¬ 
gage and Deed of Trust dated as of 
November 1, 1944, and Supplemental In¬ 
dentures thereto and a new Sixth Sup¬ 
plemental Indenture thereto, to be dated 
June 1, 1961. According to the applica¬ 
tion, the interest rate to be borne by 
the New Bonds and the price to be paid 
to Applicant will be determined by com¬ 
petitive bidding. Said bonds will be is¬ 
sued on or after June 14,1961. Applicant 
states that the purpose of the issuance 
and sale of the aforesaid First Mortgage 
Bonds is to reimburse Applicant’s treas¬ 
ury for expenditures heretofore made for 
construction, extensions, and improve¬ 
ments of facilities and to refund promis¬ 
sory notes evidencing bank loans created 
to obtain part of the funds needed for 
such construction program. 

Any person desiring to be heard or to 
make any protests with reference to said 
application should on or before the 28th 
day of April 1961, file with the Federal 
Power Commission, Washington 25, D.C., 
petitions or protests in accordance with 
the requirements of the Commission’s 
rules of practice and procedure (18 CFR 
1.8 or 1.10). The application is on file 
and available for public inspection. 

Joseph H. Gutride, 
Secretary. 

[F.R. Doc. 61-3226; Filed, Apr. 11, 1961; 

8:45 a.m.] 


[Docket Nos. G-19493, etc.] 

SKELLY OIL CO. ET AL. 

Notice of Applications and Date of 
Hearing 

April 5, 1961. 

Skelly Oil Company, Docket No. 
G-19493; James I. Shearer, Docket No. 


G-19494; Schafer Oil Corporation, Oper¬ 
ator, et al., Docket No. G-19693; L. O. 
McMillan, Docket No. G-19783; J. M. 
Huber Corporation, Docket No. G-19813; 
Hanlon Oil Company, Docket No. 
G-20159; West Virginia Production Com¬ 
pany, Docket No. G-20162; G. H. Vaughn, 
Jr., and Jack G. Vaughn, Operators, et 
al., Docket No. CI60-29; Mull Drilling 
Company, Inc., Docket No. CI60-284; 
Rocksdale Oil & Gas Company, Docket 
No. CI60-304; Bobby M. Burns, Docket 
No. CI60-90; Alex T. Hunt, Docket No. 
CI61-207; Pan American Petroleum Cor¬ 
poration, Docket No. CI61-882. 

Take notice that each of the above 
Applicants seeks permission and ap¬ 
proval to abandon natural gas service, 
pursuant to section 7(b) of the Natural 
Gas Act, as hereinafter described, sub¬ 
ject to the jurisdiction of the Commis¬ 
sion, all as more fully described in the 
respective applications herein, which are 
on file with the Commission and open to 
public inspection. 

The respective Applicants seek per¬ 
mission and approval to abandon service 
as indicated below: 

Docket Nos.; Field and Location; Pur¬ 
chaser; and Docket in Which Sale Was 
Authorized 

G-19493; Morales, Wharton and Jackson 
Counties, Tex.; Tennessee Gas Transmis¬ 
sion Co.; G—10570. 

G-19494; Acreage in Calhoun County, W. Va.; 

Hope Natural Gas Co.; G-5620. 

G-19693; Northeast Elmore, Garwin County, 
Okla.; Lone Star Gas Co.; G-10851. 
G-19783; Feidt Lease, Grayson County, Tex.; 

Lone Star Gas Co.; G-2571. 

G-19813; Acreage in Hutchinson County, 
Tex.; The Shamrock Oil and Gas Corp.; 
G—13865. 

G-20159; Grant District, Ritchie County, 
W. Va.; Hope Natural Gas Co.; G-5480. 
G-20162; Center District, Gilmer County, 
W. Va.; Hope Natural Gas Co.; G-5415. 
CI60-29; Spartan, San Patricio County, Tex.; 

Tennessee Gas Transmission Co.; G-6564. 
CI60—284; Acreage in Harper County, Kans.; 

Cities Service Gas Co.; G-12603. 

CI60-304; Center District, Calhoun County, 
W. Va.; Hope Natural Gas Co.; G-5463. 
CI61-90; West Calboose, San Patricio County, 
Tex.; Tennessee Gas Transmission Co.; 
G-3936. 1 

CI61-207; Monroe, Union Parish, La.; United 
Carbon Co.; G-6436. 

CI61-882; Driscoll, Bienville Parish, La.; 
Arkansas Louisiana Gas Co.; G-4620. 

Each of the above Applicants, except 
in Docket No. G-19693, state that the 
volume of gas now available for delivery 
under the related gas sales contract has 
been depleted or has declined to a point 
where it is no longer economically fea¬ 
sible to continue the heretofore author¬ 
ized sale. 

Applicant in Docket No. G-19693 
states that the Amanda Lease located in 
the Northeast Elmo Field, Garvin Coun¬ 
ty, Oklahoma, has become a part of a 
unit in which Warren Petroleum Com¬ 
pany is taking the gas. Lone Star Gas 
Company and Applicant cancelled the re¬ 
lated sales contract by instrument date 
March 25, 1958. Applicant will sell the 


1 Bobby Burns acquired the subject acreage 
through Melba Production Co. from The 
Easter-Wood Production Co. which was au¬ 
thorized to render said service in Docket No. 
G-3936. 


subject gas to Warren under a percent¬ 
age type contract. 

These related matters should be heard 
on a consolidated record and disposed of 
as promptly as possible under the appli¬ 
cable rules and regulations and to that 
end: 

Take further notice that, pursuant to 
the authority contained in and subject 
to the jurisdiction conferred upon the 
Federal Power Commission by sections 7 
and 15 of the Natural Gas Act, and the 
Commission’s rules of practice and pro¬ 
cedure, a hearing will be held on May 11, 
1961, at 9:30 a.m., e.d.s.t., in a Hearing 
Room of the Federal Power Commission, 
441 G Street NW., Washington, D.C., 
concerning the matters involved in and 
the issues presented by such applica¬ 
tions : Provided , however , that the Com¬ 
mission may, after a non-contested 
hearing, dispose of the proceedings pur¬ 
suant to the provisions of § 1.30(c) (1) 
or (2) of the Commission’s rules of prac¬ 
tice and procedure. Under the proce¬ 
dure herein provided for, unless other¬ 
wise advised, it will be unnecessary for 
Applicants to appear or be represented 
at the hearing. 

Protests or petitions to intervene 
may be filed with the Federal Power 
Commission, Washington 25, D.C., in ac¬ 
cordance with the rules of practice and 
procedure (18 CFR 1.8 or 1.10) on or 
before April 25, 1961. Failure of any 
party to appear at and participate in the 
hearing shall be construed as waiver of 
and concurrence in omission herein of 
the intermediate decision procedure in 
cases where a request therefor is made. 

Joseph H. Gutride, 
Secretary. 

[F.R. Doc. 61-3227; Filed, Apr. 11, 1961; 

8:45 a.m.] 


SECURITIES AND EXCHANGE 
COMMISSION 

[File No. 7-2144] 


AMERICAN METER CO. 

Notice of Application for Unlisted 
Trading Privileges and of Oppor¬ 
tunity for Hearing 


April 6, 1961. 

In the matter of application of the 
Philadelphia-Baltimore Stock Exchange 
for unlisted trading privileges in a cer¬ 
tain security. 

The above named national securities 
exchange has filed an application with 
the Securities and Exchange Commis¬ 
sion pursuant to section 12(f) (2) of tne 
Securities Exchange Act of 1934 ana 
Rule 12f-l thereunder, for unlisted traa- 
ing privileges in the common stock o 
the following company, which security 
is listed and registered on one or moi 
other national securities exchanges. 


American Meter Co., File 7-2144. 

Upon receipt of a request, on or before 
^pril 24, 1961, from any interested pei- 
on, the Commission will determine 
whether the application shall be 
lown for hearing. Any such req 
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should state briefly the nature of the 
interest of the person making the re¬ 
vest and the position he proposes to 
take at the hearing, if ordered. In ad¬ 
dition, any interested person may submit 
his views or any additional facts bearing 
on the said application by means of a 
letter addressed to the Secretary, Secu¬ 
rities and Exchange Commission, Wash¬ 
ington 25, D.C., not later than the date 
specified. If no one requests a hearing, 
this application will be determined by 
order of the Commission on the basis of 
the facts stated therein and other in¬ 
formation contained in the official files 
of the Commission pertaining thereto. 

By the Commission. 

[seal] Orval L. DuBois, 

Secretary. 

[P.R. Doc. 61-3260; Piled, Apr. 11, 1961; 

8:51 a.m.] 


[File Nos. 7-2145, 7-2146] 

CHOCK FULL O’NUTS CORP. AND 
INDIANA GENERAL CORP. 


Notice of Applications for Unlisted 
Trading Privileges and of Oppor¬ 
tunity for Hearing 


April 6, 1961. 


In the matter of applications of the 
Boston Stock Exchange for unlisted 
trading privileges in certain securities. 

The above named national securities 
exchange has filed applications with the 
Securities and Exchange Commission 
pursuant to section 12(f) (2) of the Se¬ 
curities Exchange Act of 1934 and Rule 
12f-l thereunder, for unlisted trading 
privileges in the common stocks of the 
following companies, which securities 
are listed and registered on one or more 
other national securities exchanges: 

Chock Full O’Nuts Corp., File 7-2145. 

Indiana General Corp., File 7-2146. 


Upon receipt of a request, on or befoi 
April 24, 1961, from any interested pei 
son, the Commission will determir 
whether the application with respect 1 
any of the companies named shall be si 
down for hearing. Any such reque 
should state briefly the title of the si 
curity in which he is interested, tl 
nature of the interest of the person mal 
mg the request, and the position he pr< 
P ose ^to at the hearing, if ordere 
n addition, any interested person ms 
suDimt his views or any additional fac 
aring on any of the said application 
Z means of a letter addressed to tl 
becretary, Securities and Exchan* 
UDnunudon, Washington 25, D.C., n 
t J lan the date specified. If no oi 
requests a hearing with respect to ai 
win ap P.hcation, such applicatic 
micci determin ed by order of the Con 
thprp?^ on . the basis of the facts stati 
in a £: d ottler information contain! 

° ffic i al files of the Commissic 
Pertaining thereto. 

By the Commission. 

[seal] Orval L. DuBois, 

. Secretary . 

• Doc- 61-3270; Filed, Apr. 11, 19€ 
8:51 a.m.] 

No. 69-5 


[File No. 70-3949] 

NATIONAL FUEL GAS CO. ET AL. 

Notice of Filing of Declaration Re¬ 
garding the Issue, Sale, Redemp¬ 
tion and Retirement of Holding 
Company and Subsidiary Company 
Securities 

April 4,1961. 

In the matter of National Fuel Gas 
Company, Iroquois Gas Corporation, 
United Natural Gas Company, Pennsyl¬ 
vania Gas Company; File No. 70-3949. 

Notice is hereby given that National 
Fuel Gas Company (“National”), New 
York, New York, a registered holding 
company, and its public-utility subsidi¬ 
ary companies, Iroquois Gas Corporation 
(“Iroquois”), United Natural Gas Com¬ 
pany (“United”), and Pennsylvania Gas 
Company (“Pennsylvania”), have filed a 
joint application-declaration, pursuant 
to the Public Utility Holding Company 
Act of 1935 (“Act”), regarding the issue, 
sale, redemption and retirement of se¬ 
curities, and have designated sections 
6(a), 7, 9(a), 10, 12(b), and 12(f) of the 
Act, and Rules 42, 43, 45, and 50 pro¬ 
mulgated thereunder as applicable to the 
proposed transactions. 

All interested persons are referred to 
the joint application-declaration for a 
statement of the transactions therein 
proposed, which are summarized as 
follows: 

National proposes to issue and sell, 
pursuant to the competitive bidding re¬ 
quirements of Rule 50 promulgated un¬ 
der the Act, $27,000,000 principal amount 
of its_percent Sinking Fund Deben¬ 

tures due May 1, 1986 (“new deben¬ 
tures”). The interest rate on the new 
debentures (which shall be a multiple of 
Vs of 1 percent and the price (exclusive 
of accrued interest) to be paid the com¬ 
pany (which shall be not less than the 
principal amount nor more than 102% 
percent thereof) will be fixed by the 
competitive bidding. The new deben¬ 
tures will be issued under the provisions 
of an Indenture, dated May 1, 1961, to 
Irving Trust Company, Trustee. Na¬ 
tional will use the net proceeds from the 
sale of the new debentures to redeem 
$15,000,000 principal amount of its out¬ 
standing 5V 2 percent debentures due 
1982; to prepay $6,000,000 face amount 
of notes due July 1, 1961, to The Chase 
Manhattan Bank; and to advance 
$6,000,000 to Iroquois and United. 

The subsidiaries proposes to refinance 
$15,000,000 face amount of 5V 2 percent 
long-term notes held by National. 

To effectuate the foregoing intrasys¬ 
tem transactions, National has entered 
into credit agreements, dated March 20, 
1961, with Iroquois, United and Pennsyl¬ 
vania providing for the issue by such 
subsidiaries and acquisition by National 
of two series of unsecured notes. The 
proceeds from the sale of the first series 
(Series A) would be used to finance in 
part the 1961 construction requirements 
of such subsidiaries, and the proceeds 
from the sale of the second series (Series 
B) would be used to refinance outstand¬ 
ing 5V 2 percent notes issued for con¬ 
struction purposes to National in 1957, 
when the latter company sold to the pub¬ 


lic its 5V 2 debentures now scheduled for 
redemption. 

The following table shows the face 
amount of notes to be sold. 



Construc¬ 
tion Notes, 
Scries A 

Refinanc¬ 
ing Notes, 
Series B 

Total 

Iroquois- 

$4,400,000 

$9,950,000 

$14,350,006 

United . . . 

1, GOO, 000 

2,100,000 

3,700,000 

Pennsylvania_ 

2,950,000 

2,950,000 

Total.- 

6,000,000 

15,000,000 

21,000,000 


The Series A notes will be issued and 
sold to National, in varying face amounts 
and maturities from time to time dur¬ 
ing 1961. The final maturity of those 
issued by Iroquois will be October 1, 
1985, and of those issued by United 
will be October 1, 1984. The Series B 
notes, in varying face amounts and 
maturities will be issued forthwith to 
National in exchange for like face 
amounts of the outstanding 5*/ 2 percent 
notes of the subsidiary companies. The 
final maturity of those issued by Iroquois 
and Pennsylvania will be October 1, 
1984, and of those of United will be 
October 1, 1985. The notes of both 
series will bear interest at the coupon 
rate of National’s new debentures, and 
will be prepayable at any time in whole 
or in part without premium. 

In addition to the above described 
transactions by the subsidiary com¬ 
panies, Pennsylvania estimates that 
during 1961 it will be permitted to issue, 
under the exemption afforded by sec¬ 
tion 6(b) of the Act, $1,072,000 face 
amount of short-term notes. It seeks 
authority to issue and sell, during 1961, 
short-term notes (nine months or less 
maturities) to Banks in the additional 
face amount of $378,000. The proceeds 
from the notes will be applied to the pay¬ 
ment of the cost of its 1961 construction 
program. 

The joint application-declaration 
states that no Commission, other than 
this Commission, has jurisdiction over 
the transactions by National; that the 
Public Service Commission of New York 
has jurisdiction over the transactions 
by Iroquois; that the Pennsylvania 
Public Utility Commission has jurisdic¬ 
tion over the transactions by United and 
Pennsylvania, and that the orders of the 
respective State commissions will be 
made a part of the record by amendment 
to the joint application-declaration. 

The estimated fees and expenses to be 
paid by National in connection with the 
proposed sale of debentures aggregate 
$87,000, including $29,700 Federal stamp 
tax, $20,800 printing and engraving ex¬ 
pense, $6,800 counsel fees, $2,500 audi¬ 
tor’s fees, and $5,500 charges of Ebasco 
Services, Incorporated. The fee of coun¬ 
sel for the underwriters, to be paid by 
the successful bidder, is estimated at 
$8,500. 

The estimated fees and expenses in 
connection with the intrasystem trans¬ 
actions aggregate $7,355, consisting of 
filing fees, counsel fees and expenses, 
and miscellaneous expenses, and are al¬ 
located as follows: National $1,700, Iro¬ 
quois $3,635, United $1,010, and Penn¬ 
sylvania $1,010. 
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Notice is hereby further given that any 
interested person may, not later than 
April 19, 1961, request the Commission 
in writing that a hearing be held in re¬ 
spect of such matters, stating the nature 
of his interest, the reasons for such re¬ 
quest, and the issues of fact or law which 
he desires to controvert; or he may re¬ 
quest that he be notified should the 
Commission order a hearing thereon. 
Any such request should be addressed: 
Secretary, Securities and Exchange 
Commission, Washington 25, D.C. At 
any time after said date the Commission 
may grant and permit to become effec¬ 
tive the joint application-declaration, as 
filed or as it may be amended, as pro¬ 
vided by Rule 23 promulgated under the 
Act; or the Commission may grant ex¬ 
emption from its general rules and regu¬ 
lations pursuant to Rules 20(a) and 100 
thereof, or take such other action as it 
deems appropriate. 

By the Commission. 

[seal] Orval L. DuBois, 

Secretary. 

[F.R. Doc. 61-3271; Filed, Apr. 11, 1961; 

8:51 a.m.] 


[File No. 1-2398] 

REPUBLIC OF COSTA RICA 

Notice of Application To Strike From 

Listing and Registration and of 

Opportunity for Hearing 

April 6 , 1961. 

In the matter of the Republic of Costa 
Rica, 7 percent Gold Bonds of 1926, due 
November 1, 1951. 

The New York Stock Exchange has 
filed an application with the Securities 
and Exchange Commission pursuant to 
section 12(d) of the Securities Exchange 
Act of 1934 and Rule 12d2-l(b) promul¬ 
gated thereunder, to strike the specified 
security from listing and registration 
thereon. 

The reasons alleged in the application 
for striking this security from listing 
and registration include the following: 
Only $95,500 principal amount remained 
outstanding at termination of a recent 
exchange offer. 

Upon receipt of a request, on or before 
April 24, 1961, from any interested per¬ 
son for a hearing in regard to terms to 
be imposed upon the delisting of this 
security, the Commission will determine 
whether to set the matter down for hear¬ 
ing. Such request should state briefly 
the nature of the interest of the person 
requesting the hearing and the position 
he proposes to take at the hearing with 
respect to imposition of terms. In addi¬ 
tion, any interested person may submit 
his views or any additional facts bearing 
on this application by means of a letter 
addressed to the Secretary of the Secu¬ 
rities and Exchange Commission, Wash¬ 
ington 25, D.C. If no one requests a 
hearing on this matter, this application 
will be determined by order of the Com¬ 
mission on the basis of the facts stated 
in the application and other information 


contained in the official files of the Com¬ 
mission pertaining to the matter. 

By the Commission. 

[seal] Orval L. DuBois, 

Secretary. 

[F.R. Doc. 61-3272; Filed, Apr. 11, 1961; 

8:51 a.m.] 

[File No. 7-2143] 

SOUTHERN NATURAL GAS CO. 

Notice of Application for Unlisted 

Trading Privileges and of Oppor¬ 
tunity for Hearing 

April 6,1961. 

In the matter of application of the 
Philadelphia-Baltimore Stock Exchange, 
for unlisted trading privileges in a cer¬ 
tain security. 

The above named national securities 
exchange has filed an application with 
the Securities and Exchange Commis¬ 
sion pursuant to section 12(f) (2) of the 
Securities Exchange Act of 1934 and Rule 
12f-l thereunder, for unlisted trading 
privileges in the common stock of the 
following company, which security is 
listed and registered on one or more 
other national securities exchanges: 

Southern Natural Gas Co., File 7-2143. 

Upon receipt of a request, on or before 
April 24, 1961, from any interested per¬ 
son, the Commission will determine 
whether the application shall be set 
down for hearing. Any such request 
should state briefly the nature of the in¬ 
terest of the person making the request 
and the position he proposes to take at 
the hearing, if ordered. In addition, any 
interested person may submit his views 
or any additional facts bearing on the 
said application by means of a letter 
addressed to the Secretary, Securities 
and Exchange Commission, Washington 
25, D.C., not later than the date spec¬ 
ified. If no one requests a hearing, this 
application will be determined by order 
of the Commission on the basis of the 
facts stated therein and other informa¬ 
tion contained in the official files of the 
Commission pertaining thereto. 

By the Commission. 

[seal] Orval L. DuBois, 

Secretary. 

[F.R. Doc. 61-3273; Filed, Apr. 11, 1961; 

8:51 a.m.] 

INTERSTATE COMMERCE 
COMMISSION 

[Notice 371] 

MOTOR CARRIER APPLICATIONS AND 
CERTAIN OTHER PROCEEDINGS 

April 7, 1961. 

The following publications are gov¬ 
erned by the Interstate Commerce 
Commission’s general rules of practice 
including special rules (49 CFR 1.241) 
governing notice of filing of applications 
by motor carriers of property or passen¬ 
gers or brokers under sections 206, 209, 


and 211 of the Interstate Commerce Act 
and certain other proceedings with re¬ 
spect thereto. 

All hearings and pre-hearing confer¬ 
ences will be called at 9:30 o’clock a.m., 
United States standard time (or 9:30 
o’clock a.m., local daylight saving time, 
if that time is observed), unless other¬ 
wise specified. 

Applications Assigned for Oral Hear¬ 
ing or Pre-Hearing Conference 


motor carriers of property 


No. MC 340 (Sub No. 13), filed Oc¬ 
tober 9, 1959. Applicant: QUERNER 
TRUCK LINE, INC., 1131 Austin Street, 
San Antonio, Tex. Authority sought to 
operate as a common carrier, by motor 
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport¬ 
ing: (1) General commodities (except 
those of unusual value, Class A and B 
explosives, household goods as defined 
by the Commission, commodities in bulk, 
and commodities requiring special equip¬ 
ment), from St. Louis, Mo., Cleveland, 
Ohio, Coad City, Chicago and Mendota, 
Ill., to Houston, Tex., (2) wallpaper, from 
Hammond, Ind., to Houston, Tex., and 
(3) storage battery boxes, and covers, 
from Melrose Park, Ill., to Houston, Tex. 
Applicant is authorized to conduct op¬ 
erations in Illinois, Indiana, Missouri, 
Ohio, Oklahoma, and Texas. 

HEARING: June 14, 1961, at the Mid¬ 
land Hotel, Chicago, Ill., on a consoli¬ 
dated record with No. MC-C-3078, 
Querner Truck Lines, Inc., before Ex¬ 
aminer A. Lane Cricher. 

No. MC 6031 (Sub No. 34), filed Feb¬ 
ruary 27, 1961. Applicant: BARRY 

TRANSFER & STORAGE COMPANY, a 
corporation, 433 North Jefferson Street, 
Milwaukee 2, Wis. Applicant’s attor¬ 
ney: William C. Dineen, 710 North 
Plankinton Avenue, Milwaukee 3, Wis. 
Authority sought to operate as a com¬ 
mon or contract carrier, by motor ve¬ 
hicle, over irregular routes, transport¬ 
ing: (1) Aluminum building materials, 
from the plant site of Seaman-Andwall 
Corp., Ixonia, Wis., to points in Illinois, 
Indiana, Michigan, Ohio, Missouri, ana 
Minnesota, and (2) Pallets and reiectea 
shipments, from said destination points 
to said origin point. 


Note: Applicant states it presently holds 
Permits in Docket No. MC 6031; however, 
the Commission has instituted a 
for the purpose of investigating ^heth 
applicant’s operations are those of a comm 
carrier. An Examiner’s Report in Dock 
No. MC 6031 (Sub No. 31) recomme 
conversion has been issued, but no 
termination has been made by the 


HEARING: June 9, 1961, f 1 ^ 61 

hroeder, Milwaukee, Wis., before Ex 
liner Maurice S. Bush. , 

No. MC 27970 (Sub No. 3£>,. 
arch 20, 1961. Applicant: CHICAW 
SPRESS, INC., Third and Ad 

reets, Kearny, N.J. Ap ^ llC p^imon- 
rney: David G. Macdonald, nW, 

salth Building, 1625 T^ .fought to 
ashington 6, D.C. Authority sought^ 

crate as a common earner, by ^ 

hicle, over irregular routes, trans^ 

g: General commodities (exc ^ p B eX _ 
unusual value, Classes A a eh0 ]d 
rv<dvps bullion, livestock, housenu 
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goods as defined by the Commission, 
commodities in bulk, and those requiring 
special equipment) , serving Cockeysville, 
Md as an off-route point in connection 
with applicant’s authorized regular route 
operations to and from Baltimore, Md. 

HEARING: April 21, 1961, in Room 
709 U.S. Appraisers’ Stores Building, 
Gay and Lombard Streets, Baltimore, 
Md., before Joint Board No. 112, or, if 
the Joint Board waives its right to par¬ 
ticipate, before Examiner Gordon M. 
Callow. 

No. MC 30844 (Sub No. 47), filed 
March 13, 1961. Applicant: KROBLIN 
REFRIGERATED XPRESS, INC., Post 
Office Box 218, Sumner, Iowa. Appli¬ 
cant’s attorney: Truman A. Stockton, 
Jr., The 1650 Grant Street Building, 
Denver 3, Colo. Authority sought to 
operate as a common carrier, by motor 
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport¬ 
ing: Groceries, and empty containers or 
other such incidental facilities (not spec¬ 
ified), used in transporting the com¬ 
modities specified, between points in 
Iowa, on the one hand, and on the 
other, points in Alabama, Louisiana, 
Mississippi, and Tennessee. 

HEARING: May 15, 1961, at the Of¬ 
fices of the Interstate Commerce Com¬ 
mission, Washington, D.C., before Ex¬ 
aminer Maurice S. Bush. 

No. MC 30884 (Sub No. 8) (CORREC¬ 
TION), filed March 2, 1961, published 
issue of March 22, 1961, corrected by 
letter, April 1, 1961, republished as cor¬ 
rected this issue. Applicant: JACK 
COOPER TRANSPORT COMPANY, 
INC., 3501 Manchester Trafficway, Kan¬ 
sas City 29, Mo. Applicant’s attorney: 
James W. Wrape, 2111 Sterick Building, 
Memphis 3, Tenn. Authority sought to 
operate as a contract carrier , by motor 
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport¬ 
ing: Motor vehicles, (except trailers), 
and parts and show paraphernalia, when 
accompanying such vehicles, by drive- 
away, or truckaway service, ( 1 ) in initial 
movements, from the plant site of 
Chevrolet, Division of General Motors 
Corporation at Kansas City, Mo., to 
points in Nevada, and (2) in secondary 
movements, from Denver, Colo., to points 
m Arizona and Nevada. 


nnMVJ , E: Applicant states that the propos 
shinmI°f S ln Rem ( 2 ) above are restricted 
bv ran which bave had a prior movem< 
DivkiL an ^ Under contrac t with Chevro] 
a of General Motors Corporation. 

Remains as assigned, M 

chv 96 l; at Park East Hotel > Kani 
York M ° m before Exa miner John 

Marohin 1600 (Sub No - 4 95), fi] 
TRI? 15' Applicant: P. B. M 
INC P ^ OTOR TRANSPORTATIC 
Appii^f Vary 5 treet ’ Waltham 54, Ma 
W S f &ttoey: H - c * Ames, , 
Tansportahon Building, Washington 

c ommov nnJ 1 ^ l ought t0 operate as 
^regular c ^ rr } er > b y motor vehicle, oi 
ac«Mn hint tran sPorting : Gluco: 

hides* from k n ln 4- Stainless steel tank 1 
olis, Minif 1 Gl ^ t0 * n ’ Conn -’ to Minnes 
rejected Ih- d Milwaukee, Wis., a 
HE A imn menU ’ on return * • 

RARING: May 29, 1961, at 




No. MC 31600 (Sub No. 496), filed 
March 17, 1961. Applicant: P. B. MU- 
TRIE MOTOR TRANSPORTATION, 
INC., Calvary Street, Waltham 54, Mass. 
Applicant’s attorney: H. C. Ames, Jr., 
Transportation Building, Washington, 
D.C. Authority sought to operate as a 
common carrier, by motor vehicle, over 
irregular routes, transporting: (1) Tol¬ 
uene, in bulk, in tank vehicles, from 
Rensselaer, N.Y., to the International 
Boundary line between the United States 
and Canada at Champlain, N.Y., des¬ 
tined to points in Quebec, and (2) Avia¬ 
tion fuel, in bulk, in tank vehicles, from 
Sewaren, N.J., to Burlington, Vt., and 
(3) refused and rejected shipments of 

(1) and (2) above, on return. 

HEARING: May 29, 1961, at 346 

Broadway, New York, N.Y., before Ex¬ 
aminer Parks M. Low. 

No. MC 32562 (Sub No. 17) (CORREC¬ 
TION), filed March 6, 1961, published 
issue of March 29, 1961, corrected by let¬ 
ter March 31, 1961, republished as cor¬ 
rected this issue. Applicant: POINT EX¬ 
PRESS, INC., 3535 Seventh Avenue, 
Charleston, W. Va. Applicant’s attor¬ 
ney : John C. White, 400 Union Building, 
Charleston, W. Va. Authority sought to 
operate as a common carrier, by motor 
vehicle, over regular routes, transport¬ 
ing: General commodities (except those 
of unusual value, Classes A and B ex¬ 
plosives, household goods as defined by 
the Commission, commodities requiring 
special equipment, and those injurious 
or contaminating to other lading), (1) 
between Webster Springs, and Cleve¬ 
land, W. Va., over West Virginia High¬ 
way 20, serving all intermediate points; 

(2) between Webster Springs, and Valley 
Head, W. Va., over West Virginia High¬ 
way 15, serving all intermediate points; 

(3) between Rich wood, W. Va., and the 
West Virginia-Virginia State line over 
West Virginia Highway 39, serving all 
intermediate points and the off-route 
points of Circleville, Franklin and Sugar 
Grove, Pendleton County, W. Va., and 

(4) between Lewisburg, and Valley Head, 
W. Va., over U.S. Highway 219, serving 
all intermediate points, and the off-route 
points of Huttonsville, and Mill Creek, 
and those in the Counties of Pocahontas, 
and Greenbrier, located north of U.S. 
Highway 60. 

HEARING: Remains as assigned. May 
31, at the U.S. Court House, Charleston, 
W. Va., before Joint Board No. 118, or 
if the Joint Board waives^ its right to 
participate, before Examiner David 
Waters. 

No. MC 34977 (Sub No. 9), filed March 
15,1961. Applicant: ROBERTA VOLPE, 
doing business as D. VOLPE, 1226 South 
Carlisle Street, Philadelphia, Pa. Ap¬ 
plicant’s attorney: Morris J. Wino- 
kur, Suite 1920, Two Penn Center Plaza, 
Pennsylvania Boulevard at 15th Street, 
Philadelphia 2, Pa. Authority sought to 
operate as a contract carrier , by motor 
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport¬ 
ing: Metal pipe, from the plant site of 
Wheeling Corrugating Company, South¬ 
ampton, Bucks County, Pa., (1) to points 
in New York, and points in Windham, 
New London, Tolland Counties, Conn. 
(Service is not proposed, and is excepted 
to New York City, and points in 


Chemung, Tioga, Broome, Delaware, 
Schoharie, Schenectady, Albany, Rens¬ 
selaer, Greene, Columbia, Ulster, Dutch¬ 
ess, Sullivan, Orange, Putnam, West¬ 
chester, Nassau, Suffolk Counties, N.Y.), 
(2) returned (re-shipped) shipments, on 
return. 

HEARING: May 26, 1961, at the 
Penn Sherwood Hotel, 3900 Chestnut 
Street, Philadelphia, Pa., before Exami¬ 
ner Parks M. Low. 

No. MC 46005 (Sub No. 14), filed 
March 22, 1961. Applicant: DOBEAR 
TRUCKING CORP., 335 Allen Street, 
Elizabeth, N.J., Applicant’s attorney: 
S. Harrison Kahn, 1110-14 Investment 
Building, Washington, D.C. Authority 
sought to operate as a contract carrier, 
by motor vehicle, over irregular routes, 
transporting: (1) Meats, meat products, 
and meat by-products, from Elizabeth, 
N.J., to Philadelphia, Pa.; and (2) empty 
containers or other such incidental 
facilities (not specified) used in trans¬ 
porting the above-specified commodities, 
from Philadelphia, Pa., to Elizabeth, 
N.J. 

HEARING: May 31, 1961, at the Penn 
Sherwood Hotel, 3900 Chestnut Street, 
Philadelphia, Pa., before Examiner Isa- 
dore Freidson. 

No. MC 48807 (Sub No. 2), filed 
March 27, 1961. Applicant: NEAL 

STONEHILL, doing business as STONE- 
HILL EXPRESS CO., 2214 Gould Court, 
Cleveland 13, Ohio. Applicant’s repre¬ 
sentative: J. J. Kuhner, Society National 
Bank Building, Cleveland 14, Ohio. Au¬ 
thority sought to operate as a contract 
carrier, by motor vehicle, over irregular 
routes, transporting: Rubber products 
and such accessories as are dealt in by 
manufacturers of rubber goods, from 
Medina, Ohio, to Decatur, Moline, Peo¬ 
ria, Quincy, Rock Island, and Springfield, 
Ill., and points in Iowa, and those in that 
part of Nebraska on and east of Nebraska 
Highway 14, and empty containers or 
other such incidental facilities (not spec¬ 
ified) used in transporting the commodi¬ 
ties specified above, on return. 

HEARING: May 22, 1961, at the New 
Post Office Building, Columbus, Ohio, 
before Examiner David Waters. 

No. MC 52869 (Sub No. 61), filed 
March 13, 1961. Applicant: NORTH¬ 
ERN TANK LINE, a corporation, 511 
Pleasant Street, Miles City, Mont. Ap¬ 
plicant’s attorney: Robert N. Burch- 
more, 2106 Field Building, Chicago 3, 
Ill. Authority sought to operate as a 
common carrier, by motor vehicle, over 
irregular routes, transporting: Liquefied 
petroleum gas, in pressurized vehicles, 
from points in Wyoming, to points in 
Montana, North Dakota, and South 
Dakota, and contaminated or refused 
shipments of liquefied petroleum gas, on 
return. 

HEARING: June 22, 1961, at the Yel¬ 
lowstone County Court House, Billings, 
Mont., before Examiner Maurice S. Bush. 

No. MC 55236 (Sub No. 51), filed 
March 31, 1961. Applicant: OLSON 
TRANSPORTATION COMPANY, a cor¬ 
poration, 1970 South Broadway, Green 
Bay, Wis. Authority sought to operate 
as a common carrier, by motor vehicle, 
over irregular routes, transporting: Acids 
and chemicals, in bulk, in tank vehicles, 
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from Villa Park, Ill., and points within 
five miles thereof (except points within 
the Chicago Commercial Zone), to points 
in Illinois, Indiana, Kentucky, Michigan, 
Minnesota, Ohio, and Wisconsin, and 
damaged and rejected shipments, on 
return. 

HEARING: May 3, 1961, at the Offices 
of the Interstate Commerce Commission, 
Washington, D.C., before Examiner A. 

T ono PrirViPi* 

No. MC 55847 (Sub No. 7) (REPUB¬ 
LICATION), filed September 26, 1960, 
published in the Federal Register, issue 
of November 23, 1960. Applicant: BUR¬ 
RIS FOOD DISTRIBUTORS, INC., Mil¬ 
ford, Del. Applicant’s attorney: V. 
Baker Smith, Suite 601, 226 South 16th 
Street, Philadelphia 2, Pa. As originally 
filed and published in the Federal Reg¬ 
ister, issue of November 23, 1960, appli¬ 
cant sought authority between the sites 
of warehouses, retail stores and supply 
points of the American Stores Co., lo¬ 
cated in Maryland and Delaware, to spec¬ 
ified points in Virginia and Maryland. 
The Report and Recommended Order, 
served March 6, 1961, which became ef¬ 
fective March 27, 1961, by Joint Board 
No. 278, composed of the Honorable 
Norman B. Bayliss of Delaware, the 
Honorable Joseph S. A. Girardina of 
Maryland, and the Honorable J. C. Mas- 
ten of Virginia, 

Note: State of Delaware waived action in 
this proceeding. 

finds that applicant is fit, willing, and 
able properly to perform service, in in¬ 
terstate or foreign commerce as a con¬ 
tract carrier by motor vehicle, under a 
continuing contract with The American 
Stores Co., of such merchandise as is 
dealt in "by wholesale, retail, chain gro¬ 
cery stores and food business houses, 
and in connection therewith, equipment, 
materials, and supplies used in the con¬ 
duct of such business as a contract car¬ 
rier by motor vehicle, in interstate or 
foreign commerce (1) between the sites 
of the warehouses, retail stores, and sup¬ 
ply points of said shipper at Baltimore, 
Aberdeen, Havre de Grace, Perryville, 
Northeast, Elkton, Port Deposit, Rising 
Sun, Md., and Newark, Del., and (2) 
between the sites of The American Stores 
Co., retail stores at Aberdeen, Havre de 
Grace, Perryville, Northeast, Elkton, 
Port Deposit, Rising Sun, Md., and 
Newark, Del., on the one hand, and, on 
the other, the sites of said shipper’s 
warehouses, retail stores, and supply 
points within the territory bounded by 
a line beginning at New Castle, Del., and 
extending along the west shore of Dela¬ 
ware Bay and the Atlantic Ocean to 
Cape Charles, Va., thence north along 
the east shore of Chesapeake Bay to 
Stevensville, Md., thence continuing 
along said shore to and along Elk River 
to the entrance of the Chesapeake and 
Delaware Canal, thence in an easterly 
direction along the south shore of said 
canal through Chesapeake City, Md., to 
the Maryland-Delaware State line, 
thence north along the said State line 
to a point one mile northeast of Elkton, 
Md., and thence east to New Castle, Del., 
the point of beginning, over irregular 
routes. Any person or persons who may 
have been prejudiced by the amendment. 


which in effect, broadened the scope of 
the application, may, within 30 days from 
the date of this republication in the Fed¬ 
eral Register, file an appropriate 
pleading. 

No. MC 61505 (Sub No. 23), filed 
March 2,1961. Applicant: G. R. MYERS 
MOTOR TRANSPORTATION, INC., 500 
Beech Row, Barberton, Ohio. Appli¬ 
cant’s attorney: Edwin C. Reminger, 75 
Public Square, Suite 1316, Cleveland 13, 
Ohio. Authority sought to operate as a 
common carrier, by motor vehicle, over 
irregular routes, transporting: Wrought 
iron, copper, and brass pipe, insulated or 
not insulated, metal jacketed, and the 
following materials, parts and supplies, 
when used or useful in the installation 
of steel boilers: Asphalt, caulking com¬ 
pounds, roofing paper (including felt 
paper, saturated or not saturated), iron 
pipe fittings, sheets or wire iron, asbes¬ 
tos fibres, and copper sheeting, between 
Barberton, Ohio, on the one hand, and, 
on the other, points in Connecticut, 
Maine, New Hampshire, Rhode Island, 
and Vermont. 

HEARING: June 13, 1961, at the Old 
Post Office Building, Public Square and 
Superior Avenue, Cleveland, Ohio, before 
Examiner A. Lane Cricher. 

No. MC 63562 (Sub No. 39), filed March 
1, 1961. Applicant: NORTHERN PA¬ 
CIFIC TRANSPORT COMPANY, a cor¬ 
poration, 176 East Fifth Street, St. Paul, 
Minn. Applicant’s attorney: H. K. Brad¬ 
ford, Jr. (same as above). Authority 
sought to operate as a common carrier, 
by motor vehicle, over irregular routes, 
transporting: (1) General commodities 
(except Class A and B explosives, house¬ 
hold goods as defined by the Commis¬ 
sion) , and (2) petroleum and petroleum 
products in bulk, in tank vehicles, be¬ 
tween Gardiner, Mont, and points in 
Yellowstone National Park located in 
Montana-Wyoming and Idaho. 

HEARING: June 20, 1961, at the Yel¬ 
lowstone County Court House, Billings, 
Mont., before Joint Board No. 269, or, if 
the Joint Board waives its right to par¬ 
ticipate, before Examiner Maurice S. 
Bush. 

No. MC 64932 (Sub No. 295), filed 
April 4, 1961. Applicant: ROGERS 
CARTAGE CO., a corporation, 1934 
South Wentworth Avenue, Chicago, Ill. 
Applicant’s attorney: Carl L. Steiner, 39 
South La Salle Street, Chicago 3, Ill. 
Authority sought to operate as a common 
carrier, by motor vehicle, over irregular 
routes, transporting: Acids and chemi¬ 
cals, in bulk, in tank vehicles, from Villa 
Park, Ill., and points within five miles 
thereof (except those within the Chicago 
Commercial Zone), to points in Indiana, 
Kentucky, Michigan, Minnesota, Ohio, 
and Wisconsin. 

HEARING: May 3, 1961, at the Offices 
of the Interstate Commerce Commission, 
Washington, D.C., before Examiner A. 
Lane Cricher. 

No. MC 68183 (Sub No. 17) (CORREC¬ 
TION), filed March 10, 1961, published 
in the Federal Register issue of 
March 29, 1961, and republished as cor¬ 
rected this issue. Applicant: YANKEE 
LINES, INC., 1400 Arch wood Avenue, 
Akron, Ohio. Applicant’s attorney: 
William O. Turney, 2001 Massachusetts 


Avenue NW., Washington 6, D.C. Previ¬ 
ous publication erroneously gave appli¬ 
cant’s docket number as No. MC 69183 
(Sub No. 17). The correct docket num¬ 
ber is No. MC 68183 (Sub No. 17), as 
shown above. 

No. MC 83539 (Sub No. 79), filed 
March 27, 1961. Applicant: C & H 
TRANSPORTATION CO., INC., 1935 
West Commerce Street, P.O. Box 5976, 
Dallas, Tex. Applicant’s attorney: W. T. 
Brunson, 419 NW. Sixth Street, Okla¬ 
homa City, Okla. Authority sought to 
operate as a common carrier, by motor 
vehicle, over irregular routes, trans¬ 
porting: Pipe, rods, casing, and tubing, 
from the site of Powell Port Facilities, 
Inc., near Kansas City, Kans., to points 
in Montana, Nebraska, North Dakota, 
and South Dakota. 

HEARING: May 23, 1961, at the Park 
East Hotel, Kansas City, Mo., before 
Examiner John L. York. 


No. MC 95540 (Sub No. 327), filed 
March 31, 1960. Applicant: WATKINS 
MOTOR LINES, INC., Cassidy Road, 
P.O. Box 785, Thomasville, Ga. Appli¬ 
cant’s attorney: Joseph H. Blackshear, 
Fainesville, Ga. Authority sought to 
operate as a common carrier, by motor 
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport¬ 
ing: Frozen foods, between points in 
California on the one hand, and, on the 
other, points in Wisconsin, Minnesota, 
North Dakota, Iowa, and Omaha, Nebr. 

HEARING: June 12, 1961, in Room 
926, Metropolitan Building, Second 
Avenue, South and Third, Minneapolis, 
Minn., before Examiner Maurice S. 
Bush. . 

No. MC 95813 (Sub No. 10), filed 
November 28, 1960. Applicant: T. 

LEROY KOSER, doing business as 
KOSER TRUCKING, R.D. 1, Dillsburg, 
Pa. Applicant’s representative: JohnW. 
Frame, 603 North Front Street, Harris¬ 
burg, Pa. Authority sought to operate 
as a common carrier, by motor vehicle, 
over irregular routes, transporting: Fire¬ 
brick, fire clay, flues, liners ’ h \ g J 1 ’ 
temperature bonding mortar, ana otner 
materials or accessories used in the re¬ 
lining of furnaces in buildings; or use 
in the relining of furnaces in steel mills, 
'from Baltimore, Md., to Akron, Ne 
York, and points in New York within lo 

miles thereof, and empty containers or 

other such incidental facilities (notsp 
ified) used in transporting the aoove- 
specified commodities, on re J^ n * 
HEARING: May 25,1961, at the Penn 
sylvania Public Utility Commis > 
Harrisburg, Pa., before Examiner Isadore 

Freidson. rtA1 , 

No. MC 103378 (Sub No. 201), file 

April 3, 1961. 

CARRIER CORPORATION 369 MU 
garet Street, Jacksonville, Fla. APP 1 ^ 
cant’s attorney: Martin Sack, * 
lantic National Bank Building, Jacfcon 
ville 2, Fla. Authority sought to op 
as a common carrier, by motor • 

over irregular routes, transpor 1 . ' , U(J . 
troleum and petroleum f od “ C A ^ * so ; a . 
ing petroleum gas and n * tr9 Coun ty, 
tion ); from points in Bradford ou 
Fla., to points in Florida and G e ^ 
HEARING: May 11, 1W1.» 
Florida Railroad Commission, Talia 
see, Fla., before Joint Board No. 64 
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if the Joint Board waives its right to 
participate, before Examiner Charles B. 

H No 61 MC 104004 (Sub No. 160), filed 
March 31, 1961. Applicant: ASSOCI¬ 
ATED TRANSPORT, INC., 380 Madison 
Avenue, New York 17, N.Y. Authority 
sought to operate as a common carrier, 
by motor vehicle, over regular routes, 
transporting: General commodities (ex¬ 
cept those of unusual value, Classes A 
and B explosives, household goods as de¬ 
fined by the Commission, commodities in 
bulk, commodities requiring special 
equipment, and those injurious or con¬ 
taminating to other lading); serving 
Cockeysville, Md., as an off-route point in 
connection with applicant’s presently 
authorized regular routes from and to 
Baltimore, Md. 

HEARING: April 21, 1961, in Room 
709, U.S. Appraisers* Stores Building, 
Gay and Lombard Streets, Baltimore, 
Md., before Joint Board No. 112, or, if the 
Joint Board waives its right to partici¬ 
pate, before Examiner Gordon M. Cal¬ 
low. 

No. MC 106400 (Sub No. 35), filed 
March 24, 1961. Applicant: KAW 
TRANSPORT COMPANY, a corporation, 
701 North Sterling Street, Sugar Creek, 
Mo. Applicant’s attorney: Henry M. 
Shughart, 914 Commerce Building, Kan¬ 
sas City 6, Mo. Authority sought to 
operate as a common carrier, by motor 
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport¬ 
ing: Petroleum and petroleum products, 
in bulk, in tank vehicles, from Sugar 
Creek, Mo., to points in Iowa, and dam¬ 
aged or rejected shipments , of the above- 
specified commodities, on return. 

HEARING: May 24, 1961, at the Old 
Federal Office Building, Room 401, Fifth 
and Court Avenues, Des Moines, Iowa, 
before Joint Board No. 137, or, if the 
Joint Board waives its right to partici¬ 
pate, before Examiner John B. Mealy. 

No. MC 106965 (Sub No. 158), filed 
»uary 17 , 1961. Applicant: M. I. 
° B 5? jE & SON > IN C., doing business 
as O BOYLE TANK LINES, a corpora¬ 
tion, 1825 Jefferson Place, NW, Wash- 
Applicant’s attorney: 
uaie.C. Dlllon > 1825 Jefferson Place NW., 

nn!r h I ngton 6 ’ DC * Aut hority sought to 
p ate as a common carrier , by motor 
ina. 1C ^’ ovei * insular routes, transport- 
limestone, in bulk, in self- 
Ynrt d D ng tank or ^°PPer vehicles, from 
of vni!'’ -S nd places within ten miles 

Jr t0 Balti more, Md. 

HEARING: May 24,1961, in Room 709, 

and T^ ai l erS> Stores Building, Gay 
beforp^ bard Streets > Baltimore, Md., 

No ^ m ! ner Isadore Freidson. 

Mareh i^ 6997 (Sub No - 3) > filed 
Pierson’ m \ Applicant: ARTHUR 
Nj Annf 11 ?, Water Street, Newton, 
A.’ Olsen RQ nt ^ repr 1 esenta tive: George 
City n t* a 9 .Jonnele Av enue, Jersey 
as a contrn^f X ^ l0ri ^ sought to operate 
over irrpcrnf carner > b y motor vehicle, 
Slag agareant* r 7 0utes ’ transporting: 
bulk h gates > slag iron and iron, in 
Boontnn bag ?’ ln dump veh icles, from 
in Conn^ nd Franklin > N.J., to points 
Pennsvlvpn 1CUt ’ NeW York and points in 
River nm east of the Susquehanna 


Note: Under continuing contract with 
Sonnert Development Co., Inc., Livingston, 
N.J. 

HEARING: May 18, 1961, at the Offi¬ 
ces of the Interstate Commerce Com¬ 
mission, Washington, D.C., before Ex¬ 
aminer William J. Cave. 

No. MC 107107 (Sub No. 167), filed 
March 15, 1961. Applicant: ALTER- 
MAN TRANSPORT LINES, INC., P.O. 
Box 65, Allapattah Station, Miami 42, 
Fla. Applicant’s attorney: Frank B. 
Hand, Jr., Transportation Building, 
Washington 6, D.C. Authority sought to 
operate as a common carrier, by motor 
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport¬ 
ing: (1) Food, food products, food mate¬ 
rials, food ingredients, food preserva¬ 
tives, food coloring; (2) containers, 
container seals and tops (for the com¬ 
modities named in (1) above), (3) ad¬ 
vertising, promotional, and display ma¬ 
terials, premiums and dispensers (when 
shipped with the commodities named in 
(1) above), from Philadelphia, Pa., to 
Savannah, Ga., and points in Florida. 

HEARING: May 22, 1961, at the Penn 
Sherwood Hotel, 3900 Chestnut Street, 
Philadelphia, Pa., before Examiner 
Parks M. Low. 

No. MC 107500 (Sub No. 56), filed Feb¬ 
ruary 6, 1961. Applicant: BURLING¬ 
TON TRUCK LINES, INC., 796 South 
Pearl Street, Galesburg, Ill. Applicant’s 
attorney: R. J. Schreiber, 547 West Jack- 
son Boulevard, Chicago 6, Ill. Authority 
sought to operate as a common carrier, 
by motor vehicle, over irregular routes, 
transporting: General commodities (ex¬ 
cept those of unusual value, and except 
dangerous explosives, household goods 
as defined in Practices of Motor Com¬ 
mon Carriers of Household Goods, 17 
M.C.C. 467, commodities in bulk other 
than cement, commodities requiring 
special equipment, and those injurious or 
contaminating to other lading), between 
Billings and Hardin, Mont., and the Site 
of Yellowtail Dam, Mont. 

Note: Applicant states that the Chicago, 
Burlington and Quincy Railroad Company 
owns and holds all of applicant’s capital 
stock. 

HEARING: June 19, 1961, at the Yel¬ 
lowstone County Court House, Billings, 
Mont., before Joint Board No. 82, or, if 
the Joint Board waives its right to par¬ 
ticipate, before Examiner Maurice S. 
Bush. 

No. MC 107513 (Sub No. 4), filed 
March 10, 1961. Applicant: STAR CAR¬ 
RIERS, INC., Blue Ball, East Earl, Pa. 
Applicant’s attorney: Morris J. Winokur, 
Two Penn Center Plaza, Suite 1920, 
Pennsylvania Boulevard at 15th Street, 
Philadelphia 2, Pa. Authority sought to 
operate as a common carrier, by motor 
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport¬ 
ing: Agricultural limestone, in bulk, (1) 
from Viola and Laurel, Del., to points in 
Maryland and to points in Accomack and 
Northampton Counties, Va.; (2) from 
Centreville, Md., to points in Delaware; 
and (3) from points in Lancaster 
County, Pa., to points in Mercer, Mon¬ 
mouth, Ocean, Burlington, Camden, 
Gloucester, Atlantic, Salem, Cumber¬ 
land, and Cape May Counties, N.J.; and 


sand, in bulk from points in Cecil 
County Md., to points in Berks and 
Lebanon Counties, Pa. 

HEARING: May 26, 1961, at the Penn 
Sherwood Hotel, 3900 Chestnut Street, 
Philadelphia, Pa., before Examiner Parks 
M. Low. 

No. MC 107740 (Sub No. 3), filed 
March 7, 1961. Applicant: HAROLD 
PAUL LAWRENCE, doing business as 
LAWRENCE FURNITURE DELIVERY 
SERVICE, 367 East Tasculum Street, 
Philadelphia 34, Pa. Applicant’s attor¬ 
ney: Robert H. Shertz, Suite 601, 226 
South 16th Street, Philadelphia 2, Pa. 
Authority sought to operate as a com¬ 
mon carrier, by motor vehicle, over ir¬ 
regular routes, transporting: Household 
goods, household and office equipment, 
fixtures and appliances, all uncrated, 
from Philadelphia, Pa. to points in New 
Jersey, Delaware, and points in Mary¬ 
land, east of the Susquehanna River and 
the Chesapeake Bay, and only empty 
containers or other such incidental facil¬ 
ities (not specified) used in transporting 
the commodities specified above, on 
return. 

HEARING: May 25, 1961, at the Penn 
Sherwood Hotel, 3900 Chestnut Street, 
Philadelphia 2, Pa., before Examiner 
Parks M. Low. 

No. MC 108446 (Sub No. 26), filed 
March 24, 1961. Applicant: FISCH- 
BACH TRUCKING CO., a corporation, 
921 Sherman Street, Akron, Ohio. Ap¬ 
plicant’s attorney: John P. McMahon, 44 
East Broad Street, Columbus 15, Ohio. 
Authority sought to operate as a con¬ 
tract carrier, by motor vehicle, over 
irregular routes, transporting: Such 
commodities, or merchandise as is man¬ 
ufactured, processed, or dealt in by rub¬ 
ber or rubber products manufacturers, 
and equipment, materials, and supplies 
used in connection therewith, between 
the site of the B. F. Goodrich Company 
plant located in Green Camp Township 
on Green Camp Pike Road, Marion 
County, Ohio, on the one hand, and, on 
the other, Chicago Heights, Ill., and 
points in the Chicago, Ill., Commercial 
Zone, as defined by the Commission, 
Clarksville, Tenn., West Helena, Ark., 
points in Massachusetts, Connecticut, 
New Jersey, Rhode Island, and points in 
that portion of New York on and east 
of a line extending in a southerly direc¬ 
tion along the St. Lawrence River to 
Alexandria Bay, N.Y., thence along New 
York Highway 12 to Binghamton, N.Y., 
and thence along U.S. Highway 11 to the 
New York-Pennsylvania State line, and 
points in Pennsylvania on and east of a 
line running along U.S. Highway 111, 
from the Maryland-Pennsylvania State 
line to Harrisburg, Pa., thence along 
U.S. Highway 11 to the New York-Penn¬ 
sylvania State line. 

HEARING: May 22, 1961, at the New 
Post Office Building, Columbus, Ohio, be¬ 
fore Examiner David Waters. 

No. MC 109337 (Sub No. 3), filed No¬ 
vember 20, 1959. Applicant: WATSON 
BROS. VAN LINES AND HEAVY 
HAULING CO., a corporation, 1324 
Leavenworth Street, Omaha, Nebr. 
Applicant’s attorney: David Axelrod, 39 
South La Salle Street, Chicago 3, Ill. 





3126 


NOTICES 


Authority sought to operate as a com¬ 
mon carrier, by motor vehicle, over 
irregular routes, transporting: (a) Mis¬ 
siles, space vehicles, space satellites, 
launching, guidance, monitoring, or con¬ 
trol units, parts or components thereof, 
including Classes A and B explosives, 
requiring special equipment for trans¬ 
portation on carrier-owned, shipper- 
owned, or Government-owned trailers. 

(b) Equipment, components, materials, 
supplies, or parts of such missiles, space 
vehicles, space satellites, launching, 
guidance, monitoring, or control units, 
when such articles are incidental to and 
are transported in connection with mis¬ 
siles, space vehicles, space satellites, 
launching, guidance, monitoring, or con¬ 
trol units, or parts, or components 
thereof, on carrier-owned, shipper- 
owned, or Government-owned trailers. 

(c) Shipper-owned or Government- 
owned trailers, empty, in return move¬ 
ment, when such trailers have been used 
in the outbound transportation of arti¬ 
cles described in (a) and (b) above. 
Between all points in the United States, 
including Alaska and Washington, D.C. 
Applicant is authorized to conduct oper¬ 
ations in Colorado, Illinois, Iowa, Kansas, 
Minnesota, Missouri, Nebraska, South 
Dakota, Wisconsin, and Wyoming. 

HEARING: May 24, 1961, at the Of¬ 
fices of the Interstate Commerce Com¬ 
mission, Washington, D.C., before Exam¬ 
iner James C. Cheseldine. Applicant has 
requested hearings at other points in ad¬ 
dition to Washington, D.C. This request 
will be considered by the presiding Ex¬ 
aminer at the Washington hearing 
which is to be limited to applicant’s pres¬ 
entation. The matter of hearings for 
Protestants will be determined at a later 
date. 

No. MC 110284 (Sub No. 15), filed 
March 24, 1961. Applicant: H. W. MIL¬ 
LER TRUCKING COMPANY, P.O. Box 
115, West Durham Station, Durham, N.C. 
Applicant’s attorney: James E. Wilson, 
Perpetual Building, 1111 E Street NW., 
Washington 4, D.C. Authority sought 
to operate as a common carrier, by 
motor vehicle, over irregular routes, 
transporting: (1) Fertilizer and fertilizer 
materials; from Hopewell, Va., to points 
in Rockingham, Lee, Guilford, Alamance, 
Caswell, Orange, Durham, Chatham, 
Person, Granville, Davie, Yadkin, Wake, 
Forsyth, Stokes, Surry, Iredell, David¬ 
son, Lincoln, Cleveland, Rowan, Harnett, 
Warren, Franklin, Halifax, and Catawba 
Counties, N.C., and (2) prefabricated 
and precut buildings, complete, knocked 
down or in sections, and all component 
parts necessary to the construction erec¬ 
tion, or completion of such buildings; 
between Durham, N.C. and points in 
Virginia, Maryland, and the District of 
Columbia 

Note: Applicant holds contract authority 
in MC 118864 and Sub 1 thereunder, dual 
operations may be involved. 

HEARING: May 17,1961, at the Offices 
of the Interstate Commerce Commission, 
Washington, D.C., before Examiner J. 
Thomas Schneider. 

No. MC 111045 (Sub No. 11), filed 
March 29, 1961. Applicant: REDWING 
CARRIERS, INC., P.O. Box 426, Tampa, 


Fla. Applicant’s attorney: Edward G. 
Villalon, 1111 E Street NW., Perpetual 
Building, Washington 4, D.C. Authority 
sought to operate as a common carrier, 
by motor vehicle, over irregular routes, 
transporting: Neutral citrus brandy, in 
bulk, in tank vehicles, from points in 
Florida, to points in Iowa, Texas, Con¬ 
necticut, Massachusetts, Rhode Island, 
Delaware, Illinois, Indiana, Kentucky, 
Maryland, Michigan, Minnesota, Mis¬ 
souri, New Jersey, New York, Ohio, 
Pennsylvania, Tennessee, Virginia, West 
Virginia, Wisconsin, North Carolina, 
Georgia, Alabama, South Carolina, Mis- 
sisippi, Vermont, Maine, Louisiana, Ar¬ 
kansas, and the District of Columbia. 

HEARING: May 18,1961, at the Offices 
of the Interstate Commerce Commission, 
Washington, D.C., before Examiner Al¬ 
fred B. Hurley. 

No. MC 111812 (Sub No. 125), filed 
March 29, 1961. Applicant: MIDWEST 
COAST TRANSPORT, INC., P.O. Box 
747, Wilson Terminal Building, Sioux 
Falls, S. Dak. Authority sought to op¬ 
erate as a common carrier, by motor 
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport¬ 
ing: Meats, packing house products, and 
commodities used by packing houses, as 
described by the Commission in Sec¬ 
tions A and C of Appendix I to the re¬ 
port in Descriptions in Motor Carrier 
Certificates, 61 M.C.C. 209, 766, from 
Fremont, Nebr., and Austin, Minn., to 
points in New York west of a line be¬ 
ginning at Oswego and extending along 
New York Highway 57 to Syracuse, 
thence along U.S. Highway 11 to the 
New York-Pennsylvania State line, and 
points in Pennsylvania west of U.S. 
Highway 15. 

HEARING: May 19,1961, at the Offices 
of the Interstate Commerce Commission, 
Washington, D.C., before Examiner A. 
Lane Cricher. 

No. MC 112173 (Sub No. 19), filed 
March 13, 1961. Applicant: BOYD E. 
RICHNER, INC., P.O. Box 1488, Durango, 
Colo. Applicant’s attorney: Peter J. 
Crouse, Equitable Building, Denver 2, 
Colo. Authority sought to operate as a 
common carrier, by motor vehicle, over 
irregular routes, transporting: Soda ash, 
in bulk, in tank vehicles; from points in 
Sweetwater County, Wyo., to points in 
Summit and Lake Counties, Colo., and 
rejected shipments, on return. 

Note: Common control may be involved. 

HEARING: April 28, 1961, at the New 
Customs House, Denver, Colo., before 
Joint Board No. 50, or, if the Joint Board 
waives its right to participate, before 
Examiner William E. Messer. 

No. MC 112497 (Sub No. 174) 
(AMENDMENT), filed February 13,1961, 
published issue of March 1, 1961, 

amended April 4, 1961, and republished 
as amended this issue. Applicant: 
HEARIN TANK LINES, INC., P.O. Box 
3096, Istrouma Branch, 6440 Rawlins 
Street, Baton Rouge, La. Applicant’s at¬ 
torney: Harry C. Ames, Jr., Transporta¬ 
tion Building, Washington 6, D.C. Au¬ 
thority sought to operate as a common 
carrier, by motor vehicle, over irregular 
routes, transporting: Liquid synthetic 
plastic materials, in bulk, in tank vehi¬ 
cles, from Mobile, Ala., to points in 


Arkansas, Louisiana, Mississippi, Ten¬ 
nessee, and Texas. 

Note: This amendment adds the State of 
Tennessee as a destination point. 


HEARING: Reassigned to May 15 
1961, at the Federal Office Building, 600 
South Street, New Orleans, La., before 
Examiner James A. McKiel. 

No. MC 112497 (Sub No. 176), filed 
March 30, 1961. Applicant: HEARIN 
TANK LINES, INC., 6440 Rawlins Street, 
Baton Rouge, La. Applicant’s attorney: 
Harry C. Ames, Jr., Transportation 
Building, Washington 6, D.C. Authority 
sought to operate as a common carrier, 
by motor vehicle, over irregular routes, 
transporting: Chemicals, in bulk, from 
Norco, La., to points in Alabama, Florida, 
Georgia, Mississippi, North Carolina, 
South Carolina, and Tennessee, and re¬ 
jected shipments of the above-specified 
commodities, on return. 

HEARING : May 23,1961, at the Offices 
of the Interstate Commerce Commission, 
Washington, D.C., before Examiner Law¬ 
rence A. Van Dyke, Jr. 

No. MC 112582 (Sub No. 14), filed 
March 30, 1961. Applicant: T. M. ZIM¬ 
MERMAN COMPANY, a corporation, 227 
West Commerce Street, Chambersburg, 
Pa. Applicant’s attorney: John M. Mus- 
selman. State Street Building, Harris¬ 
burg, Pa. Authority sought to operate 
as a common carrier, by motor vehicle, 
over irregular routes, transporting: 
Fresh meats and offals, hanging and 
non-hanging, requiring refrigeration in 
transit, from points in Antrim Town¬ 
ship, Franklin County, Pa., to Baltimore, 
Md., Buffalo and Syracuse, N.Y., Kearny, 
N.J., and Georgetown, Del., and empty 
containers or other such incidental fa¬ 
cilities (not specified) used in transport¬ 
ing the above-specified commodities, on 


;urn. ^ 

HEARING: May 19,1961, at the Offices 
the Interstate Commerce Commis- 
•n, Washington, D.C., before Examiner 
ank J. Mahoney. j „ . 

No. MC 112766 (Sub No. 1), filed Feb¬ 
ary 14, 1961. Applicant: 

)YNE, doing business as COYflh 
tUCKING CO., Scotland Lane, New 
stle, Pa. Applicant’s attorney: Mar- 
all G. Matheny, 654 First National 
ink Building, New Castle, Pa. Author- 
r sought to operate as a common car- 
>r, by motor vehicle, over irr eguja 
utes, transporting: Plumbers 9 
ath tubs, receptors, shower bath, m " 
nes, lavatory pedestals, sink ba > 
iks, crated, drain boards) , cast » 
ameled ( sinks and wash tubs com 
tied, bidets, stalls, urinal, m one piec - 
antains, drinking, basins (bowls) 1 
:y, lavatories, legs or pedestals, lava 
ry, tanks, water closet, stai lls > , Q r 
D., urinals, gutters, urinal, tone 
ppers, water closet), china or ea . h 
ire; from New Castle, to Chicago, 
., and points in Ohio and India 

STote: Applicant states it will ^1^66, 
ijunction with Certificate No. trans - 

ich operating authority aut rodu cts 

rtation of “earthenware and clay P and 
m New Castle, Pa., to Chicag ’ . ^ and 
ints in Ohio and Indiana . same^ * 
jtination areas set forth ii w nicb 

n for additional authority but^ 
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iron enameled, and china plumbers goods 
not permitted to be transported in existing 
Certificate MC 112766. 

HEARING : June 7, 1961, at the New 
Federal Building, Pittsburgh, Pa., before 
Examiner A. Lane Cricher. 

No. MC 113524 (Sub No. 22), filed 
March 29, 1961. Applicant: JAMES F. 
BLACK, doing business as, PARKVILLE 
TRUCKING COMPANY, 3818 Pulaski 
Highway, Baltimore, Md. Applicant’s 
attorney: Dale C. Dillon, 1825 Jefferson 
Place NW., Washington 6, D.C. Author¬ 
ity sought to operate as a common car¬ 
rier, by motor vehicle, over irregular 
routes, transporting: Green salted hides, 
pelts and skins, between points in Dela¬ 
ware, Maryland, New Jersey, Pennsyl¬ 
vania, and Virginia, on the one hand, 
and, on the other, Ashland and Louis¬ 
ville, Ky., St. Louis, Mo., and points in 
Connecticut, Illinois, Indiana, Massa¬ 
chusetts, Michigan, New York, Ohio, 
Rhode Island, and West Virginia. 

HEARING: May 19, 1961, at the Of¬ 
fices of the Interstate Commerce Com¬ 
mission, Washington, D.C., before Ex¬ 
aminer Jerry F. Laughlin. 

No. MC 113974 (Sub No. 7), filed 
March 9, 1961. Applicant: PITTS¬ 
BURGH & NEW ENGLAND TRUCKING 
CO., a corporation, 211 Washington Ave¬ 
nue, Dravosburg, Pa. Applicant’s attor¬ 
neys: George, Greek, King & McMahon, 
44 East Broad Street, Columbus 15, Ohio. 
Authority sought to operate as a com¬ 
mon carrier, by motor vehicle, over ir¬ 
regular routes, transporting: Iron and 
steel, and iron and steel articles, from 
Pittsburgh, Pa., and points in Pennsyl¬ 
vania, Ohio, and West Virginia within 
75 miles of Pittsburgh, to points in 
Maine, New Hampshire, and Vermont. 

HEARING: June 8, 1961, at the New 
Federal Building, Pittsburgh, Pa., before 
Examiner A. Lane Cricher. 

No. MC 114115 (Sub No. 3), filed 
March 14, 1961. Applicant: TRUCK- 
AWAY SERVICE, INC., 1099 Oakwood, 
Detroit 17, Mich. Applicant’s attorney: 
Herbert Baker, 50 West Broad Street, 
Columbus 15, Ohio. Authority sought 
to operate as a contract carrier, by motor 
vehicle over irregular routes, transport- 
(1) Salt, from Akron, Ohio, to 
Covington, Louisville, and Newport, Ky., 
t ^,! n the New Jersey portion of 
v ,y Philadelphia, Pa., and New York, 
th* ’ Comi f lerc i a l Zones, as defined by 
Cranny and to points in II- 
p * s ’ . Indiana » Michigan, New York, 
an6^ 1V l ma ’ Virginia, West Virginia, 
™ ;, he District of Columbia; and (2) 
f^toiners or other such in- 
in f^Hties (not specified) used 
salt, from the above- 
Oh^ destmation Points to Akron, 

Posf 22 - 1961 - at the New 

before S, C „ < L Buildlng ' Columbus, Ohio, 

No ^™ er A ' Lane Cricher. 

March *24 II!? 9 (Sub Na 3) - fi led 

PARRitj 24 ^ 1 - 961- A PPlicant: GENNIE 
TRUCK T TM^ n L buslness as FARRIS 

attornJ L carh^T^t' ■ Applicant ’ s 

■014-18 TWO 1 ,7. Kl 'etsuiger, Suite 
6 -Mo 8 Bullding > Kansas City 

a coTifrar/^ 01 * 1 ^ soug ht to operate as 
over irrf>mii Camer ' by motor vehicle, 
Urea, (dm in* k r 1 ? utes » transporting: 
y in hulk, and in bags, from 


the site of W. R. Grace & Co. plant, 
located at or near Woodstock, Tenn. (ap¬ 
proximately six (6) miles northeast of 
Memphis on or near U.S. Highway 51), 
and from the W. R. Grace & Co. ware¬ 
house in Memphis, Tenn., to points in 
Missouri, Kansas, Nebraska, South 
Dakota, Iowa, Minnesota, Colorado, 
Arizona, California, Washington, Mon¬ 
tana, Oregon, North Dakota, Texas, 
New Mexico, Wyoming, Idaho, Nevada, 
Utah, Oklahoma, Wisconsin, Indiana, 
Michigan, and Illinois, and rejected and 
damaged shipments of urea, and pal¬ 
lets, on return. 

Note: Applicant proposes to operate under 
individual contract with W. R. Grace & Co. 

HEARING: May 3, 1961, at the Park 
East Hotel, Kansas City, Mo., before Ex¬ 
aminer Donald R. Sutherland. 

No. MC 114965 (Sub No. 16), filed 
February 1, 1961. Applicant: CYRUS 
TRUCK LINE, INC., P.O. Box 327, Iola, 
Kans. Applicant’s attorney: Charles H. 
Apt, Allen County State Bank Building, 
Iola, Kans. Authority sought*to operate 
as a common carrier, by motor vehicle, 
over irregular routes, transporting: 
Acids and chemicals (except paints, 
resins, varnishes and laquers), in bulk, 
in tank vehicles, (1) from points in the 
Kansas City, Kans.-Kansas City, Mo. 
Commercial Zone, as defined by the Com¬ 
mission, to points in Kansas, Missouri, 
Oklahoma, Arkansas, Iowa, Colorado, 
Illinois, Nebraska; (2) from refining 
points in Kansas and Oklahoma; New¬ 
ton, Iowa; El Dorado, Ark., to points in 
the Kansas City, Kans.-Kansas City, Mo. 
Commercial Zone, as defined by the Com¬ 
mission, (3) from all aircraft installa¬ 
tions, manufacturing, overhauling and 
maintenance facilities, both civilian and 
military and all government missile sites 
in Kansas, Missouri, Oklahoma, Arkan¬ 
sas, Iowa, Colorado, Illinois, Nebraska, to 
points in the Kansas City, Kans.-Kansas 
City, Mo. Commercial Zone, as defined 
by the Commission. 

HEARING: May 2, 1961, at the Park 
East Hotel, Kansas City, Mo., before 
Examiner Donald R. Sutherland. 

No. MC 115242 (Sub No. 4), filed 
February 20, 1961. Applicant: DONALD 
MOORE, 603 Buchanan Street, Prairie 
du Chien, Wis. Applicant’s attorney: 
John T. Porter, 708 First National Bank 
Building, Madison 3, Wis. Authority 
sought to operate as a common carrier, 
by motor vehicle, over irregular routes, 
transporting: Malt beverages , from Mil¬ 
waukee, Wis. and Belleville, Ill., to Du¬ 
buque, Iowa, and empty containers or 
other such incidental facilities (not 
specified) used in transporting the 
above-specified commodity, on return. 

HEARING: June 6, 1961, at the Wis¬ 
consin Public Service Commission, Madi¬ 
son, Wis., before Joint Board No. Ill, or, 
if the Joint Board waives its right to 
participate, before Examiner Maurice S. 
Bush. 

No. MC 116077 (Sub No. 99), filed 
March 21, 1961. Applicant: ROBERT¬ 
SON TANK LINES, INC., P.O. Box 9218, 
5700 Polk Avenue, Houston, Tex. Appli¬ 
cant’s attorney: Thomas E. James, 
1535 Esperson Building, Houston 2, Tex. 
Authority sought to operate as a com¬ 
mon carrier , by motor vehicle, over 


irregular routes, transporting: Chemi¬ 
cals , in bulk, from Norco, La., to points 
in Alabama, Florida, Georgia, Missis¬ 
sippi, North Carolina, South Carolina, 
and Tennessee, and rejected shipments 
of the above-specified commodities, on 
return. 

HEARING: May 23, 1961, at the Of¬ 
fices of the Interstate Commerce Com¬ 
mission, Washington, D.C., before Ex¬ 
aminer Lawrence A. Van Dyke, Jr. 

No. MC 116446 (Sub No. 1) (AMEND¬ 
MENT), filed November 16, 1960, pub¬ 
lished Federal Register, issue Decem¬ 
ber 14, 1960. Applicant: HAROLD 

SCHUGEL, doing business as HAROLD 
SCHUGEL MILLING SUPPLIES, 301 
North Water Street, New Ulm, Minn. 
Applicant’s attorney: Richard M. 
Bosard, 1160 Northwestern Bank Build¬ 
ing, Minneapolis 2, Minn. Authority 
sought to operate as a contract carrier , 
by motor vehicle, over irregular routes, 
transporting: Feed and feed ingredients , 
between Belmond, Fort Dodge, Sheldon, 
Le Mars, New Hampton, and Alden, 
Iowa, on the one hand, and, on the other. 
New Ulm and Willmar, Minn. 

Note: The purpose of this republication 
is to substitute the above between move¬ 
ment, for the “from” and “to” route de¬ 
scription as previously published. 

CONTINUED HEARING: June 14, 
1961, in Room 926, Metropolitan Build¬ 
ing, Second Avenue, South and Third, 
Minneapolis, Minn., before Joint Board 
No. 146, or, if the Joint Board waives 
its right to participate, before Examiner 
Maurice S. Bush. 

No. MC 116858 (Sub No. 3), filed 
March 24, 1961. Applicant: J. & M. 
LEASING CORP., 646 East 12th Street, 
New York, N.Y. Applicant’s represent¬ 
ative: Bert Collins, 140 Cedar Street, 
New York 6, N.Y. Authority sought to 
operate as a contract carrier, by motor 
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport¬ 
ing: Such merchandise as is distributed 
by a premium stamp redemption center 
in the redemption of premium stamps, 
from points in Nassau and Suffolk 
Counties, N.Y., to Metuchen, N.J., and 
New York, N.Y. 

Note: Applicant states proposed opera¬ 
tions will be limited under contract with 
Sperry & Hutchinson Co. 

HEARING: May 17, 1961, at the Offices 
of the Interstate Commerce Commission, 
Washington, D.C., before Examiner 
Reece Harrison. 

No. MC 117760 (Sub No. 3), filed Feb¬ 
ruary 18, 1961. Applicant: FLOYD A. 
SCHEIB, doing business as FLOYD A. 
SCHEIB TRUCKING COMPANY, R.D. 
No. 2, Hegins, Pa. Applicant’s attorney: 
Norman T. Petow, 43 North Duke Street, 
York, Pa. Authority sought to operate 
as a common carrier, by motor vehicle, 
over irregular routes, transporting: (1) 
Salt, in bulk (not in bags or containers) 
from Ludlowville, N.Y., to points in 
Maryland and Pennsylvania. (2) 
Anthracite coal, in bulk (not in bags or 
containers) from points in Northumber¬ 
land County, Pa., to points in New York, 
and empty containers or other such inci¬ 
dental facilities, used in transporting the 
above described commodities, in (1) and 
(2) above, on return. 
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HEARING: May 25, 1961, at the 

Pennsylvania Public Utility Commission, 
Harrisburg, Pa., before Examiner Isadore 
Freidson. 

No. MC 118554 (Sub No. 4), filed 
March 27, 1961. Applicant: EDWIN E. 
CLARKE, doing business as CLARKE 
BULK TRANSFER, 300 West Elm Street, 
Norristown, Pa. Applicant’s attorney: 
William J. Wilcox, Sixth Floor, Com¬ 
monwealth Building, Allentown, Pa. 
Authority sought to operate as a common 
carrier, by motor vehicle, over irregular 
routes, transporting: Resins or plastics 
in the form of pellets or pulverized, in 
bulk, in tank or hopper type vehicles, 
from Lower Pottsgrove Township, Mont¬ 
gomery County, Pa., to points in Con¬ 
necticut, Delaware, Indiana, Illinois, 
Kentucky, Maine, Maryland, Massachu¬ 
setts, Michigan, Missouri, New Hamp¬ 
shire, New Jersey, New York, Ohio, 
Rhode Island, Vermont, and Wisconsin. 

HEARING: May 31, 1961, at the Penn 
Sherwood Hotel, 3900 Chestnut St., 
Philadelphia, Pa., before Examiner Isa¬ 
dore Freidson. 

No. MC 119722 (Sub No. 2), filed Feb¬ 
ruary 27,1961. Applicant: M. A. SHARF, 
721 North Broadway, Watertown, S. Dak. 
Authority sought to operate as a con¬ 
tract carrier, by motor vehicle, over 
irregular routes, transporting: Fertilizer, 
from Watertown, S. Dak., to points in 
Minnesota and North Dakota. 

HEARING: June 14, 1961, in Room 
926, Metropolitan Building, Second Ave¬ 
nue South and Third, Minneapolis, 
Minn., before Joint Board No. 143, or, if 
the Joint Board waives its right to par¬ 
ticipate, before Examiner Maurice S. 
Bush. 

No. MC 119762 (Sub No. 1), filed 
March 20, 1961. Applicant: JAMES O. 
KIMBERLAIN, 509 Three Mile Road, 
Racine, Wis. Applicant’s attorney: Paul 
Pike Pullen, 3529 West Vliet Street, 
Milwaukee 8, Wis. Authority sought to 
operate as a contract carrier, by motor 
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport¬ 
ing: Fermented malt beverages, from 
Chicago, Ill., to Kenosha, Wis., and 
empty containers or other such inci¬ 
dental facilities (not specified) used in 
transporting the above-specified com¬ 
modities, on return. 

HEARING: June 7, 1961, at the Wis¬ 
consin Public Service Commission, 
Madison, Wis., before Joint Board No. 
17, or, if the Joint Board waives its right 
to participate, before Examiner Maurice 
S. Bush. 

No. MC 119873 (Sub No. 1), filed 
February 23,1961. Applicant: FRANCIA 
AND FRANCIA, INC., 57 East Donner 
Avenue, Monessen, Pa. Applicant’s at¬ 
torney: Arthur J. Diskin, 302 Frick 
Building, Pittsburgh 19, Pa. Authority 
sought to operate as a contract carrier, 
by motor vehicle, over irregular routes, 
transporting: Scrap metals (other than 
when moving in containers), from Fort 
Wayne, Kokomo, Lafayette, and South 
Bend, Ind.; and Toledo and Dayton, 
Ohio, to Monongahela, Pa., under a con¬ 
tinuing contract with Monongahela Iron 
and Metal Co. 

HEARING: June 7, 1961, at the New 
Federal Building, Pittsburgh, Pa., before 
Examiner A. Lane Cricher. 


No. MC 123190 (Sub No. 28), filed 
March 15, 1961. Applicant: STILLPASS 
TRANSIT COMPANY, INC., 4967 Spring 
Grove Avenue, Cincinnati 32, Ohio. Ap¬ 
plicant’s attorney: Richard H. Brandon, 
Hartman Building, Columbus 15, Ohio. 
Authority sought to operate as a com¬ 
mon carrier , by motor vehicle, over ir¬ 
regular routes, transporting: Animal, 
vegetable, fish and sea animal oils, prod¬ 
ucts and blends thereof, in bulk, in tank 
vehicles, having prior or subsequent 
movement by water, between Toledo, 
Ohio, on the one hand, and, on the 
other, Marion, Ohio, Decatur and 
Indianapolis, Ind., and Gibson City, Ill. 

HEARING: June 23, 1961, at the New 
Post Office Building, Columbus, Ohio, 
before Examiner A. Lane Cricher. 

No. MC 123279 (REPUBLICATION— 
AMENDMENT AND CLARIFICATION), 
filed December 13, 1960, published in the 
Federal Register, issue of December 21, 
1960, amended January 25, 1961, repub¬ 
lished as amended and clarified, this 
issue. Applicant: THE BERRODIN 
TRANSPORT, INC., 2430 South Main 
Street, Akron 19, Ohio. Applicant’s rep¬ 
resentative: John R. Meeks, 607 Copley 
Road, Akron 20, Ohio, Authority sought 
to operate as a common carrier, by motor 
vehicle, over irregular routes, trans¬ 
porting: (1) Plastic vinyl films', from 
Fremont, Ohio, to New York, N.Y., New¬ 
ark, N.J., Philadelphia, Pa., and Chicago, 
Ill., and (2) materials used to brace and 
support shipments; from New York, N.Y., 
Newark, N.J., Philadelphia, Pa., and 
Chicago, Ill., to Fremont, Ohio. (3) 
Materials used in the mixing of rubber 
stocks, and empty skids; from Wabash, 
Ind., to Fremont, Ohio, and (4) com¬ 
pounded rubber, on skids; from Fremont, 
Ohio, to Wabash, Ind. (5) Plastic rub¬ 
ber, plastic and rubber products, and 
supplies and machinery used in the man¬ 
ufacture of such commodities; between 
Fremont, Ohio, on the one hand, and, on 
the other, Milwaukee, Wis., and points in 
Massachusetts, New Jersey, New York, 
and Pennsylvania. 

Note: The amendment excludes from the 
original application, to the extent that such 
commodities were included, all commodities 
in bulk, in tank vehicles, and all commodi¬ 
ties which by reason of size and weight, re¬ 
quire the use of special equipment to load, 
transport or unload. The subject application 
was filed in accordance with the operations 
contained in an Order of division 1, dated 
August 2, 1960, entered in the proceeding 
MC 66906 (Sub No. 4), a conversion pro¬ 
ceeding instituted under section 212(c) of 
the Act in the filing of the instant applica¬ 
tion reflects applicant’s election of the op¬ 
tion to convert its Permit No. MC 66906 
(Sub No. 5), not embraced in the presently 
referred to conversion proceeding, to common 
carrier authority. If the authority sought 
in this application is granted, applicant is 
willing that the corresponding Permit be 
cancelled. 

HEARING: June 12, 1961, at the Old 
Post Office Building, Public Square and 
Superior Avenue, Cleveland, Ohio, before 
Examiner A. Lane Cricher. 

No. MC 123421 (Sub No. 1), filed March 
16, 1961. Applicant: GLENDYL W. 
STONE, doing business as STONE 
TRUCKING COMPANY, Box 206, Dale, 
Ind. Applicant’s attorney: Harry J. 


Harman, 1110-1112 Fidelity Building, 
Indianapolis 4, Ind. Authority sought to 
operate as a common carrier , by motor 
vehicle, over irregular routes, trans¬ 
porting: ( 1 ) Clay products and jointing 
materials, from Owensboro, Ky., to points 
in Indiana, Kentucky, Tennessee, Geor¬ 
gia, Alabama, Mississippi, Louisiana, Ar¬ 
kansas, Missouri, Texas, Illinois, and 
Michigan, and (2) rejected shipments, 
materials and supplies necessary in the 
conduct of the operation of the manu¬ 
facture of clay products, on return. 

Note: Applicant has contract carrier au¬ 
thority under MC 109723 and Subs there¬ 
under. A proceeding has been instituted 
under MC 109723 (Sub No. 7) to determine 
whether applicant’s status is that of a com¬ 
mon or contract carrier. Dual operations 
may be involved. 


HEARING: June 19, 1961, at the U.S. 
Court Rooms, Indianapolis, Ind., before 
Examiner A. Lane Cricher. 

No. MC 123464, filed February 24,1961. 
Applicant: RALPH A. VEON, INC., P.0. 
Box 268, Darlington, Pa. Applicant’s 
attorney: Henry M. Wick, Jr., 1515 Park 
Building, Pittsburgh 22, Pa. Authority 
sought to operate as a contract carrier, 
by motor vehicle, over irregular routes, 
transporting: Nepheline syenite, in bulk, 
in dump trucks, from the port of entry 
on the International Boundary line be¬ 
tween the United States and Canada at 
Niagara Falls, N.Y., to points in Jefferson 
Clarion, McKean, and Forest Counties, 
Pa. 

HEARING: June 6, 1961, at the New 
Federal Building, Pittsburgh, Pa., before 


Examiner A. Lane Cricher. 

No. MC 123475 (Sub No. 1), filed 
March 13, 1961. Applicant: LIGHT¬ 
NING TRANSPORTATION CO., INC., 
P.O. Box 333, U.S. Highway 50, West, 
Salem, Ill. Applicant’s attorney: Walter 
F. Jones, Jr., 1017-19 Chamber of Com¬ 
merce Building, Indianapolis 4, Ind. 
Authority sought to operate as a com¬ 
mon carrier, by motor vehicle, over ir- 
regular routes, transporting: Liquem 
petroleum gas, in tank vehicles ho 
Lawrenceville and Hoodville, Ill., to 
points in that portion of Indiana locatea 
on and south of U.S. Highway 361 and on 
and west of Indiana Highway 37, » 

(2) to points in that portion of Kentucky 
located in the territory bounded on tn 
north by the Ohio River and on the eas 
by Kentucky Highway 69 as it reach 
from the Ohio River to Hartford, BX, 
and thence over U.S. Highway 231 to its 
junction with U.S. Highway 62, 
the south by U.S. Highway 62 to> EcW 
ville, Ky. and thence to J he n de d 
by Kentucky Highway 93, and . 
on the west by the Illmois-Kentucky 

State line. , i hP us. 

HEARING: June 20, 1961, ^before 
Court Rooms, Indianapolis, Ind., b^ 
Joint Board No. 1, or, if tb® b {ore 
waives its right to participate, ue 
Examiner A. Lane Cricher. d 

No. MC 123483 (Sub No. 1>^ N 
March 9, 1961. Applicant. T H< ^TLE 
WINTLE, doing business “ Linco ln 
DELIVERY SERVICE 45 Ea J , icant ' S 
Street, Columbus 15, Ohio, app gg44 _ 
representative: Earl J- w rth j n gton. 
5850 North High Street, Worthy 
Ohio. Authority sought to opera 
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a common carrier, by motor vehicle, over 
irregular routes, transporting: Meats, 
meat products and meat by-products— 
packing house products and dairy prod¬ 
ucts, as defined in Groups A, B and C of 
Appendix I Descriptions of Motor Car¬ 
rier Certificates, 61 M.C.C. 209 and 766, 
in refrigerated vehicles; from Columbus, 
Ohio to points in Athens, Coshocton, 
Delaware, Fairfield, Fayette, Franklin, 
Guernsey, Hocking, Jackson, Knox, Lick¬ 
ing, Madison, Marion, Morgan, Morrow, 
Muskingum, Noble, Perry, Pickaway, 
Pike, Richland, Ross, Union, Vinton, and 
Washington Counties, Ohio, and rejected 
shipments, on return. 

HEARING: June 21, 1961, at the New 
Post Office Building, Columbus, Ohio, 
before Joint Board No. 117, or, if the 
Joint Board waives its right to partici¬ 
pate, before Examiner A. Lane Cricher. 

No. MC 123492, filed March 8, 1961. 
Applicant: HARRY PERLSTEIN, doing 
business as BONDED MESSENGER 
SERVICE, 1446 North Jefferson Street, 
Milwaukee, Wis. Applicant’s attorney: 
A. L. Tilton, 845 North 11th Street, Mil¬ 
waukee 3, Wis. Authority sought to 
operate as a contract carrier, by motor 
vehicle, over regular routes, transport¬ 
ing: Air freight of assorted sizes and 
weights, from Mitchell Field, Milwaukee, 
Wis. to O’Hare Field and Midway Air¬ 
port, Chicago, Ill.; from Mitchell Field, 
Milwaukee over U.S. Highway 41 to the 
Wisconsin-Illinois State line, thence over 
Tri-State Highway 94 and Interstate 
Highway 294 (Tolway) to O’Hare Field 
and Midway Airport. 

HEARING: June 6, 1961, at the Wis¬ 
consin Public Service Commission, Madi¬ 
son, Wis., before Joint Board No. 13, of, 
if the Joint Board waives its right to 
participate, before Examiner Maurice S. 
Bush. 

No. MC 123497, filed March 10, 1961. 
Applicant: GERALD S. ANDERSON 
AND M. IRVING ANDERSON, a Part¬ 
nership, doing business as ANDERSON 
BROTHERS, Siren, Wis. Applicant’s 
representative: John J. Keller, 201 W. 
Wisconsin Avenue, Neenah, Wis. Au¬ 
thority sought to operate as a common 
carrier, by motor vehicle, over irregu- 
ar routes, transporting: (1) Lumber, 
wooaen poles, wooden posts, treated with 
wood preservative or untreated, and con- 
W00{ ? vreser natives not exceed- 
Jf \ we Wht of shipments of wood 
P oaucfs, from points in Burnett County, 
m to points in Indiana, Iowa, Illinois, 
S! an ’ Minnesota, Nebraska, North 
tort*’ ? nd South Dakota, and (2) Saw 
tr pLh 6S ^ posts > not Peeled or 
iPrtp* or otherwise processed, and re¬ 
return md returned merchandise, on 

coton P, / Kp'^ June 7 > 1961 - at the Wis- 
son wfc Ub K C . Service Commi ssion, Madi- 
Bush ’ bef ° re Examiner Maurice S. 


ADDlirari? 12 T 3 i M ’ file d March 13, 1961. 

Po\r;,, L ° WELL L - trefpert, 

cantWt 123 ’ Pranks ville, Wis. Appli- 

Cire ^ Ullam c Dineen > 746 

Avenue ivr*i dlng i 710 North Plankinton 

^ht ’to nn! aU . kee 3 ’ Wis - Authority 
by motor vehE^f aS a common carrier, 
fransDorti n! W »i ',.°7 er regular routes, 
8. Malt beverages in contain- 
No. 69—6 


ers, (1) from South Bend, Ind., Chi¬ 
cago, Ill., and St. Louis, Mo., to points 
in Racine and Kenosha Counties, Wis.; 
and (2) empty malt beverage containers, 
from the above-specified destination 
points to their respective origin points. 

Note: Applicant states he presently holds 
a permit in Docket No. MC 117387, author¬ 
izing the transportation of malt beverages in 
containers, from South Bend, Ind., and St. 
Louis, Mo., to Racine, Wis., and from South 
Bend, Ind., to Kenosha, Wis. Applicant 
further states he hereby consents to the con¬ 
current cancellation of said permit upon 
the issuance of the certificate herein ap¬ 
plied for. 

HEARING: June 9, 1961, at the Hotel 
Schroeder, Milwaukee, Wis., before Ex¬ 
aminer Maurice S. Bush. 

No. MC 123508, filed March 16, 1961. 
Applicant: WESTERBERG TRUCKING, 
INC., 522 W. Commercial Avenue, Lowell, 
Ind. Applicant’s attorney: William J. 
Guenther, 1212 Fletcher Trust Building, 
Indianapolis, Ind. Authority sought to 
operate as a common carrier, by motor 
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport¬ 
ing: Sand, gravel stone, in dump trucks, 
from Thornton, Manteno, and the plant 
site of Leheigh Stone Co. (approximately 
seven (7) miles west of Kankakee), and 
the site of Material Service Division, 
Chicago, Ill., to points in Lake, Porter, 
Jasper, Newton Counties, Ind. 

HEARING: June 20, 1961, at the U.S. 
Court Rooms, Indianapolis, Ind., before 
Joint Board No. 21, or, if the Joint Board 
waives its right to participate, before 
Examiner A. Lane Cricher. 

No. MC 123509 EX, filed March 16, 
1961. Applicant: A & R TRUCKING 
CO., 32 Agawam Road North, Yonkers, 
N.Y. Applicant’s attorney: Ronald F. 
Kilmartin, 25 West 45th Street, New 
York 36, N.Y. APPLICATION FOR EX¬ 
EMPTION, UNDER SECTION 204(a) 
(4a), PART II OF THE INTERSTATE 
COMMERCE ACT. The operation in¬ 
volves the transportation as a contract 
carrier, by motor vehicle, over regular 
routes, in the New York, N.Y., Commer¬ 
cial Zone, of General commodities, for 
the account of the Hasco Electric Co., 32 
Grove Street, New Rochelle, N.Y., and 
Pam Clock, Inc., at 432 Main Street, New 
Rochelle, N.Y. The transportation here 
at issue involves the movement of the 
commodities as follows: South on Main 
Street one-half mile, thence west on 
Kings Highway one-quarter mile to the 
Pelham Manor line, thence southwest 
on Stanford Boulevard to depot on South 
Ninth Avenue, Mt. Vernon, N.Y. De¬ 
livery is then made to various points 
v/ithin New York City, N.Y. 

Note: Applicant states it operates entirely 
within the Commercial Zone of the greater 
New York, N.Y., metropolitan area with the 
exception of the route shown above which 
is a total road distance of approximately one 
mile beyond the Commercial Zone. 

HEARING: June 5,1961, at 346 Broad¬ 
way, New York, N.Y., before Examiner 
Parks M. Low. 

No. MC 123518, filed March 21, 1961. 
Applicant: SAMUEL FORTUNATO, 410 
West 19th Street, New York 11, N.Y. Ap¬ 
plicant’s attorney: Edward M. Alfano, 
2 West 45th Street, New York 36, N.Y. 
Authority sought to operate as a con¬ 


tract carrier, by motor vehicle, over ir¬ 
regular routes, transporting: Such com¬ 
modities, as are dealt in by manufac¬ 
turers of toilet preparations, from im¬ 
port piers, located in the New York, N.Y., 
Commercial Zone as defined by the Com¬ 
mission, to Totowa, N.J. RESTRIC¬ 
TIONS: (a) The proposed operations 
are to be performed under a continuing 
contract with Yardley & Co., Ltd., of 
Totowa, N.J.; and (b) the above com¬ 
modities are to be restricted to ship¬ 
ments having a prior movement by 
water carrier. 

HEARING: June 5,1961, at 346 Broad¬ 
way, New York, N.Y., before Examiner 
Parks M. Low. 

MOTOR CARRIERS OF PASSENGERS 

No. MC 3647 (Sub No. 305) (CLARI¬ 
FYING AMENDMENT), filed March 9, 
1961, published in the Federal Register 
issue of March 22,1961, amended April 7, 
1961, and republished as amended this 
issue. Applicant: PUBLIC SERVICE 
COORDINATED TRANSPORT, a cor¬ 
poration, 180 Boyden Avenue, Maple¬ 
wood, N.J. Applicant’s attorney: Rich¬ 
ard Fry ling (same address as applicant). 
Authority sought to operate as a com¬ 
mon carrier, by motor vehicle, over reg¬ 
ular routes, transporting: Passengers 
and their baggage, and express and news¬ 
papers in the same vehicle with passen¬ 
gers, between East Brunswick, N.J., and 
Monroe, N.J., as follows: (1) from junc¬ 
tion New Jersey Highway 18 and Old 
Bridge Turnpike, East Brunswick, over 
Old Bridge Turnpike (New Jersey High¬ 
way 527) and city streets, through South 
River, N.J., to junction Main Street and 
Cranberry Road, East Brunswick, thence 
over Cranberry Road to New Jersey 
Highway 18, East Brunswick; (2) from 
junction New Jersey Highway 18 and 
Cranberry Road, East Brunswick, N.J., 
over Cranberry Road to Summerhill 
Road, thence over Summerhill Road to 
junction Middlesex County Highway 
5-R-l, Spotswood, N.J.; and (3) from 
Spotswood, N.J., over unnumbered high¬ 
way (Spotswood Englishtown Road 
5-R-4) to New Jersey County Highway 
522 in Monroe Township, N.J., returning 
over the same routes, and serving all 
intermediate points. 

HEARING: Remains as assigned May 
2, 1961, in Room 212, State Office Build¬ 
ing, 1100 Raymond Boulevard, Newark, 
N.J., before Joint Board No. 119. 

No. MC 3647 (Sub No. 308), filed 
March 28, 1961. Applicant: PUBLIC 
SERVICE COORDINATED TRANS¬ 
PORT, a corporation, 180 Boyden 
Avenue, Maplewood, N.J. Applicant’s 
representative: Richard Fryling (same 
address as applicant). Authority sought 
to operate as a common carrier, by motor 
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport¬ 
ing: Passengers and their baggage, in 
the same vehicle with passengers, in 
round-trip, special operations, beginning 
and ending at one stop in Paramus, N.J., 
at Bergen Mall (Highway 4 and Forest 
Avenue), and extending to Yonkers 
Raceway, Yonkers, N.Y., and Roosevelt 
Raceway, Westbury, N.Y. 

Note: Applicant has authority to operate 
from Paterson, N.J., to Yonkers Raceway, 
Yonkers, N.Y., and Roosevelt Raceway, West- 
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bury, Long Island, and return, under Certifi¬ 
cates issued in Docket No. MC 3647 Subs 189 
and 235. Applicant seeks permission to con¬ 
solidate the rights from Paterson in those 
certificates with that presently sought. 

HEARING: May 26,1961, in Room 212, 
State Office Building, 1100 Raymond 
Boulevard, Newark 2, N.J., before Joint 
Board No. 3. 

No. MC 29854 (Sub No. 24), filed 
March 24, 1961. Applicant: THE HUD¬ 
SON BUS TRANSPORTATION CO., 
INC., 437 Tonnele Avenue, Jersey City, 
N.J. Applicant’s attorney: S. S. Eisen, 
140 Cedar Street, New York 6, N.Y. Au¬ 
thority sought to operate as a common 
carrier, by motor vehicle, over irregular 
routes, transporting: Passengers and 
their baggage, in the same vehicle with 
passengers, (1) in one-way or round-trip 
charter operations beginning at points in 
Nassau and Suffolk Counties, N.Y., and 
extending to points in the United States, 
excluding Hawaii, and (2) in special op¬ 
erations, in round-trip sightseeing or 
pleasure tours beginning and ending at 
points in Nassau and Suffolk Counties, 
N.Y., and extending to points in the 
United States, excluding Hawaii. 

HEARING: May 31, 1961, at 346 
Broadway, New York, N.Y., before Ex¬ 
aminer Parks M. Low. 

No. MC 119233 (Sub No. 1), filed 
March 17, 1961. Applicant: LAKE 

LINES, INC., 117 West Second Street, 
P.O. Box 744, Erie, Pa. Applicant’s at¬ 
torney: David H. Lund, 606 Marine Bank 
Building, Erie, Pa. Authority sought to 
operate as a common carrier, by motor 
vehicle, over regular routes, transport¬ 
ing: Passengers and their baggage, ex¬ 
press freight, mail, and newspapers; 
along and between points within Erie 
County, Pa., on Pennsylvania Highway 
5 and U.S. Highway 20, bounded by the 
Ohio-Pennsylvania State line and the 
New York-Pennsylvania State line. 

Note: Applicant states the proposed oper¬ 
ation will be for the purpose of interlining 
said passengers and their baggage, express 
freight, mail, and newspapers from and to 
other interstate carriers. 

HEARING: May 26,1961, at the Penn¬ 
sylvania Public Utility Commission, Har¬ 
risburg, Pa., before Joint Board No. 65, 
or, if the Joint Board waives its right to 
participate, before Examiner Isadore 
Freidson. 

No. MC 120554 (Sub No. 1), filed 
March 24, 1961. Applicant: NICK 

ENCAPERA, doing business as CALI¬ 
FORNIA BUS SERVICE, 1152 Wood 
Street, California, Pa. Applicant’s at¬ 
torney: Ernest S. Burch, P.O. Box 361, 
Six North Third Street, Harrisburg, Pa. 
Authority sought to operate as a common 
carrier, by motor vehicle, over irregular 
routes, transporting: Passengers and 
their baggage, in the same vehicle with 
passengers, in charter operations, begin¬ 
ning and ending at points in Fayette 
County, Pa., and extending to points in 
Ohio, West Virginia, Virginia, Maryland, 
and the District of Columbia (which are 
within 150 miles of said Fayette County, 
Pa.). 

Note: Applicant conducts passenger oper¬ 
ations under the second proviso of section 
206(a) (1) by virtue of a Form BMC 75 State¬ 
ment filed and assigned Docket Number 
MC 120554. 


HEARING: May 18,1961, at the Offices 
of the Interstate Commerce Commis¬ 
sion, Washington, D.C., before Examiner 
Gordon M. Callow. 

No. MC 123432, filed February 13, 
1961. Applicant: WAUKESHA TRAN¬ 
SIT LINES, INC., 901 Niagara Street, 
Waukesha, Wis. Applicant’s attorney: 
David Axelrod, 39 South La Salle Street, 
Chicago 3, Ill. Authority sought to oper¬ 
ate as a common carrier, by motor 
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport¬ 
ing: Passengers and their baggage, in 
charter service, beginning and ending 
at points in Waukesha County, Wis., and 
extending to points in Illinois, Indiana, 
Iowa, Michigan, Minnesota, and 
Kentucky. 

HEARING: June 8, 1961, at the Hotel 
Schroeder, Milwaukee, Wis., before 
Examiner Maurice S. Bush. 

Applications for Brokerage Licenses 

MOTOR CARRIER OF PROPERTY 

No. MC 12749, filed March 15, 1961. 
Applicant: THOMAS J. PORTER, NOR¬ 
MAN H. WOOTON AND PAUL J. 
ADAMS, JR., a Partnership, doing busi¬ 
ness as TRANZ-LINE SERVICE BROK¬ 
ERS, 5721 Century Avenue, Pittsburgh 7, 
Pa. Applicant’s attorney: Edward M. 
Larkin, 1221 Grant Building, Pittsburgh 
19, Pa. Authority sought to operate as a 
Broker (BMC 4), at Pittsburgh, Pa., in 
arranging for transportation in inter¬ 
state or foreign commerce by motor ve¬ 
hicle of: General commodities, including 
household goods and office furniture in 
use as defined by the Commission (but 
excluding commodities of unusual value, 
Classes A and B explosives, commodities 
in bulk and those requiring special 
equipment); between points in Alle¬ 
gheny, Armstrong, Beaver, Blair, Butler, 
Clearfield, Cambria, Fayette, Greene, 
Indiana, Lawrence, Westmoreland, 
Washington, Bedford, Somerset, Mercer, 
Venango, Jefferson, and Clarion Coun¬ 
ties, Pa., Belmont, Columbiana, Mahon¬ 
ing, Jefferson, and Monroe Counties, 
Ohio, Brooke, Hancock, Marshall, Wet¬ 
zel, and Ohio Counties, W. Va., on the 
one hand, and, on the other, points in 
the United States excepting and exclud¬ 
ing Alaska and Hawaii. 

Note: Applicant states it will not impose 
any quantity limitations, such as truckload 
lots, but proposes to arrange for the trans¬ 
portation of the named commodities in any 
quantity whether truckload or less truck- 
load lots. 

HEARING: June 9, 1961, at the New 
Federal Building, Pittsburgh, Pa., before 
Examiner A. Lane Cricher. 

MOTOR CARRIERS OF PASSENGERS 

No. MC 12747, filed February 27, 1961. 
Applicant: SEYMOUR S. MARKS, doing 
business as MARKS TRAVEL SERVICE, 
1629 Beacon Street, Brookline, Mass. 
For a license (BMC 5) authorizing oper¬ 
ations as a broker at Brookline, Mass., 
in arranging for transportation in inter¬ 
state or foreign commerce, by motor ve¬ 
hicle, of Passengers and their baggage, 
in the same vehicle with passengers, both 
as individuals and groups, from Boston, 
Mass., and points within 30 miles there¬ 
of, to Monticello, N.Y., and points within 
35 miles thereof. 


HEARING: June 8, 1961, at the New 
Post Office and Court House Building 
Boston, Mass., before Joint Board No 
231, or, if the Joint Board waives its 
right to participate, before Examiner 
Parks M. Low. 

No. MC 12748, filed March 10, 1961 
Applicant: GARBER’S TRAVEL SERV¬ 
ICE, INC., 1406 Beacon Street, Brook¬ 
line, Mass. Applicant’s attorney: Mary 
E. Kelley, 10 Tremont Street, Boston 8, 
Mass. For a license (BMC 5) authoriz¬ 
ing operations as a broker at Brookline, 
Mass., in arranging for transportation in 
interstate or foreign commerce, by motor 
vehicle, of passengers and their baggage, 
in the same vehicle with passengers! 
both as individuals and groups, between 
points in the United States and ports of 
entry located on the International 
Boundary line between the United States 
and Canada. 

HEARING: June 7, 1961, at the New 
Post Office and Court House Building, 
Boston, Mass., before Joint Board No. 
231, or, if the Joint Board waives its 
right to participate, before Examiner 
Parks M. Low. 

No. MC 12750, filed March 20, 1961. 
Applicant: THE MILLENBURG TOURS, 
INCORPORATED, 1100 Wicklow Road, 
Baltimore 29, Md. Authority sought to 
operate as a broker (BMC 5), at Balti¬ 
more, Md., in arranging for the trans¬ 
portation in interstate or foreign com¬ 
merce by motor vehicle of passengers 
and their baggage, in sightseeing tours, 
beginning and ending at Baltimore, Md., 
and extending to points in Maryland, 
Delaware, Pennsylvania, New York, New 
Jersey, Virginia, West Virginia, and the 
District of Columbia. 

HEARING: May 23, 1961, in Room 
709, U.S. Appraisers’ Stores Building, 
Gay and Lombard Streets, Baltimore, 
Md., before Joint Board No. 112, or, if 
the Joint Board waives its right to 
participate, before Examiner Isadore 
Freidson. 

Applications in Which Handling 

Without Oral Hearing Is Re¬ 
quested 


MOTOR CARRIERS OF PROPERTY 

No. MC 66562 (Sub No. 1778), filed 
January 23, 1961. Applicant: RML- 
WAY EXPRESS AGENCY, INCORPO¬ 
RATED, 219 East 42d Street, New Yors 
17, N.Y. Applicant’s attorneys: Slovaces 
and Galliani, Suite 2800, 188 Randolph 
Tower, Chicago l, Ill. Authority soug 
to operate as a common earner, J 
motor vehicle, over regular route • 
transporting: General commodma, 

moving in express service, from ,. 
City, Iowa, to Sioux City, Iowa (loop . 
on present certificated authority 
MC 66562 Sub No. 1620, southf 
Sioux City, Iowa over **£ 

77-73 to South Sioux City, Nebr., then 
on authority requested in th * s * pp br 
tion, west from South Sioux Ci y, ’ 
over U.S. Highway 20 to junction N 
braska Highway 15, thence west ® 
north over Nebraska Highway 1 
junction Nebraska Highway 12, 
west over Nebraska Highway 

tion U.S. Highway Sl. thence houth ^ 

U.S. Highway 81 to Junction N b^ 
Highway 84, thence west over 
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■ Highway 84 to junction Nebraska High¬ 
way 98, thence south over Nebraska 
I Highway 98 to junction U.S. Highway 
120 thence east over U.S. Highway 20 
I to’junction Nebraska Highway 15, and 
thence south over Nebraska Highway 
115 to Wayne, Nebr., thence on present 
I certificated authority under MC 66562 
I Sub No. 1620, south and east over Ne¬ 
braska Highways 35, 16, and 51 to junc¬ 
tion Nebraska Highway 51 and U.S. 
[Highway 77-73, thence on authority 
requested in this application, north over 
U.S. Highway 77-73 to Dakota City, 
I Nebr., thence on present certificated 
I authority under MC 66562 Sub No. 
1620, north over U.S. Highway 77-73 
I to Sioux City, Iowa, serving the in- 
[termediate points of Coleridge, Hart- 
lington, Wausa, Randolph, Laurel, and 
I Walthill, Nebr., and the off-route points 
I of Allen, Crofton, Bloomfield, and Os¬ 
mond, Nebr. RESTRICTIONS: (1) The 
service to be performed shall be limited 
to that which is auxiliary to, or supple- 
| mental of, express service. (2) Ship¬ 
ments transported shall be limited to 
those moving on through bills of lading 
or express receipts. (3) Such further 
conditions as the Commission in the 
future may find necessary to impose in 
order to restrict applicant’s operation to 
service which is auxiliary to, or supple¬ 
mental of, express service from and to 
| the points as shown above. 

Note: Applicant states the points of 
South Sioux City, Wayne, and Dakota City, 
Nebr. are served on its present certificated 
| authority under MC 66562 Sub No. 1620. 

No. MC 66562 (Sub No. 1794), filed 
March 29, 1961. Applicant: RAILWAY 
EXPRESS AGENCY, INCORPORATED, 

I 219 East 42d Street, New York 17, N.Y. 
Applicant’s attorney: William H. Marx 
(Same address as applicant). Authority 
sought to operate as a common carrier, 
by motor vehicle, over regular routes, 
transporting: General commodities, 
moving in express service, between Aber- 
I A^ Wash * and Centralia, Wash.; from 
Aberdeen over U.S. Highway 101 to Ray- 
mond, Wash., thence over Washington 

nv^TT^o l 2 Cheh ^s, Wash., thence 
y* s * Highway 99 to Centralia, and 
the same route > serving the 
SSSSSS® point of Raymond, Wash. 

E™ 81 The service *> Per- 

aSSj? be limited t0 that which is 
serving *2 ? r su PP lei ^ental of express 
bv flnni and 4 . the shi Pments transported 
Sjg^wiU be limited to those 
press a throu gh bill of lading or ex- 
fhemotor 1 ^' covering ’ in addition to 
cant an imm 1 ' 1 ^ 1 ' ™ ovem ents by appli- 
mediator lm ? ledlately prior or an im- 
I or air y su b >se Q u ent movement by rail 

I r °ote^ts states it Proposes to re- 

between AbprriJ' over_ the-road truck service 
operate an * ^^ralia, Wash., to 

as ^lntermernItepofnt and thC Same 

March *29 fq«f 2 ( . Sub N °- 1795), filed 
Exprpqc,' :„!• Applicant: RAILWAY 
219 Ea^U 2 ri G ^ NC y’ ^CORPORATED, 
New y ork 17, N.Y. 
fsame addrP t rney: W illiam H. Marx 

*>ught to op“atp a n P f llcant) - Authority 
Perate as a common carrier. 


by motor vehicle, over a regular route, 
transporting: General commodities, 
moving in express service, between 
Auburn, Ind., and Port Wayne, Ind., as 
follows: from Auburn over Indiana 
Highway 8 to junction Indiana Highway 
1, thence south over Indiana Highway 1 
to junction unnumbered County High¬ 
way at Leo, Ind., thence over unnum¬ 
bered County Highway to Grabill, Ind., 
thence return over said unnumbered 
County Highway to junction Indiana 
Highway 1, thence over Indiana High¬ 
way 1 to junction U.S. Highway 27, and 
return over the same route, serving the 
intermediate points of Spencerville and 
Grabill, Ind. RESTRICTIONS: The 
service to be performed will be limited to 
that which is auxiliary to or supple¬ 
mental of express service, and the ship¬ 
ments transported by applicant will be 
limited to those moving on a through bill 
of lading or express receipt. 

Note: Applicant states that interchange 
with rail and air express service will be 
made at Fort Wayne, Ind. 

No. MC 66562 (Sub No. 1797), filed 
March 29, 1961. Applicant: RAILWAY 
EXPRESS AGENCY, INCORPORATED, 
219 East 42d Street, New York 17, N.Y. 
Applicant’s attorney: William H. Marx 
(same address as applicant). Authority 
sought to operate as a common carrier, 
by motor vehicle, over regular routes, 
transporting: General commodities, 

moving in express service, between New 
York, N.Y. and New Rochelle, N.Y.; from 
New York, over U.S. Highway 1A to 
junction with New York Highway 164, 
thence over New York Highway 164 to 
junction with Interstate Highway 95, 
thence over Interstate Highway 95 to 
New Rochelle, and return over the same 
route, serving no intermediate points. 
RESTRICTIONS: The service to be per¬ 
formed will be limited to that which is 
auxiliary to or supplemental of express 
service, and the shipments transported 
by applicant will be limited to those mov¬ 
ing on a through bill of lading or express 
receipt, covering, in addition to the motor 
carrier movements by applicant, an 
immediately prior or an immediately 
subsequent movement by rail or air. 

No. MC 66562 (Sub No. 1798), filed 
March 29, 1961. Applicant: RAILWAY 
EXPRESS AGENCY, INCORPORATED, 
219 East 42d Street, New York 17, N.Y. 
Applicant’s attorney: William H. Marx 
(same address as applicant). Authority 
sought to operate as a common carrier, 
by motor vehicle, over regular routes, 
transporting: General commodities, 
moving in express service, between 
Pasco, Wash., and Ephrata, Wash.; from 
Pasco over U.S. Highway 395 to junc¬ 
tion with Washington Highway 11-G, 
thence over Washington Highway 11-G 
to Ephrata, and return over the same 
route, serving the intermediate point of 
Moses Lake, Wash., and the intermediate 
or off-route point of Othello, Wash. 
RESTRICTIONS: The service to be per¬ 
formed will be limited to that which is 
auxiliary to or supplemental of express 
service, and the shipments transported 
by applicant will be limited to those 
moving on a through bill of lading or 
express receipt, covering, in addition to 


the motor carrier movements by appli¬ 
cant, an immediately prior or an imme¬ 
diately subsequent movement by rail or 
air. 

No. MC 66562 (Sub No. 1801), filed 
March 31, 1961. Applicant: RAILWAY 
EXPRESS AGENCY, INCORPORATED, 
219 East 42d Street, New York 17, N.Y. 
Applicant’s attorney: William H. Marx 
(same address as applicant). Authority 
sought to operate as a common carrier, by 
motor vehicle, over regular routes, trans¬ 
porting: General commodities, moving 
in express service, (1) between Philadel¬ 
phia, Pa. and Dover, Del.; from Philadel¬ 
phia over city streets and Industrial 
Highway to Chester, Pa., thence over 
Pennsylvania Highway 291 to junction 
U.S. Highway 13, thence south over U.S. 
Highway 13 to Claymont, Del., thence 
over Alternate U.S. Highway 13 (Gover¬ 
nor Printz Boulevard) to Wilmington, 
Del., thence south over U.S. Highway 13 
to Dover, Del., and return over the same 
route, serving no intermediate points; 
and (2) between Washington, D.C. and 
Dover, Del.; from Washington over city 
streets to U.S. Highway 301, thence over 
U.S. Highway 301 over Bay Bridge to 
junction with Maryland Highway 300, 
thence over Maryland Highway 300 to 
junction Delaware Highway 44, thence 
easterly over Delaware Highway 44 to 
junction Delaware Highway 8 , thence 
over Delaware Highway 8 to Dover, Del., 
and return over the same route, serving 
no intermediate points. RESTRIC¬ 
TIONS : The service to be performed will 
be limited to that which is auxiliary to 
or supplemental of express service, and 
the shipments transported by applicant 
will be limited to those moving on a 
through bill of lading or express receipt. 

No. MC 66562 (Sub No. 1803), filed 
April 4, 1961. Applicant: RAILWAY 
EXPRESS AGENCY, INCORPORATED, 
219 East 42d Street, New York 17, N.Y. 
Applicant’s attorney: William H. Marx 
(Same address as applicant). Authority 
sought to operate as a common carrier, 
by motor vehicle, over regular routes, 
transporting: General commodities, 

moving in express service, between Gar¬ 
den, City. N.Y. and Riverhead N.Y.; (1) 
from Garden City over Nassau County 
Trunk Highway 4 to junction Nassau 
County Trunk Highway 25, thence over 
Nassau County Trunk Highway 25 to 
junction New York Highway 25, thence 
over New York Highway 25 to junction 
Secondary New York Highway 58, thence 
over Secondary New York Highway 58 
to Riverhead, N.Y., and return over the 
same route, serving no intermediate 
points; and (2) from Garden City over 
Nassau County Trunk Highway 4 to 
junction unnumbered ' highway, thence 
over that unnumbered highway to junc¬ 
tion Deer Park Avenue, thence over Deer 
Park Avenue to junction Brentwood 
Road, thence over Brentwood Road 
to Brentwood, N.Y., thence over un¬ 
numbered highway to junction New 
York Highway 111, thence over New York 
Highway 111 to junction Nesconset Road, 
thence over Nesconset Road to junction 
New York Highway 25, thence over New 
York Highway 25 to junction Secondary 
New York Highway 58, thence over Sec¬ 
ondary New York Highway 58 to River- 
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head, N.Y., and return over the same 
route, serving the intermediate point of 
Brentwood, N.Y. RESTRICTIONS: The 
service to be performed will be limited to 
that which is auxiliary to or supplemen¬ 
tal of express service, and the shipments 
transported by applicant will be limited 
to those moving on a through bill of 
lading or express receipt, covering, in 
addition to the motor carrier movements 
by applicant, an immediately prior or 
an immediately subsequent movement by 
rail or air. 

No. MC 111170 (Sub No. 68), filed 
March 30, 1961. Applicant: WHEELING 
PIPE LINE, INC., P.O. Box 270, El Dora¬ 
do, Ark. Authority sought to operate as 
a common carrier , by motor vehicle, over 
irregular routes, transporting: Soy bean 
oil t in bulk, in tank vehicles, from Stutt¬ 
gart, Ark., to Clarendon and Helena, 
Ark 

No. MC 113779 (Sub No. 139), filed 
January 27, 1961. Applicant: YORK 
INTERSTATE TRUCKING, INC., 9020 
La Porte Expressway, Houston 17, Tex. 
Applicant’s attorney: Dale Woodall 
(same address as applicant). Authority 
sought to operate as a common carrier , 
by motor vehicle, over irregular routes, 
transporting: Empty shipper-owned 

Anti-Knock compound semi-trailer tank 
vehicles ; between Dowling, Tex., on the 
one hand, and, on the other, Carney’s 
Point, N.J. 

Note: The proposed involves the movement 
of empty shipper-owned equipment in both 
directions. The northbound movement is 
in order to have the equipment cleaned at 
Carney’s Point and the southbound move¬ 
ment is for the purpose of returning the 
vehicles to the point of use. Rule in Mutrie 
83 M.C.C. 123, does not appear to apply. 

No. MC 114106 (Sub No. 28), filed 
March 28,1961. Applicant: MAYBELLE 
TRANSPORT COMPANY, a corpora¬ 
tion, P.O. Box 573, Lexington, N.C. Ap¬ 
plicant’s attorney: Dale C. Dillon, 1825 
Jefferson Place NW., Washington 6, 
D.C. Authority sought to operate as a 
common carrier , by motor vehicle, over 
irregular routes, transporting: Corn 
syrup, blends of corn syrup, and liquid 
sugar t in bulk, in tank vehicles, from 
Tabor City, N.C., to points in Tennessee 
on and east of a line extending along 
U.S. Highway 11W from Bristol, Tenn.- 
Va., to Knoxville, Tenn., thence along 
U.S. Highway 11, to Chattanooga, Tenn., 
points in Virginia on and south of U.S. 
Highway 60, and points in South Caro¬ 
lina, and Georgia. 

No. MC 119914 (Sub No. 1), filed March 
24, 1961. Applicant: MINNESOTA- 

WISCONSIN TRUCK LINES, INCOR¬ 
PORATED, 2280 Hampden Avenue, St. 
Paul 14, Minn. Authority sought to 
operate as a common carrier, by motor 
vehicle, over regular routes, transport¬ 
ing: General commodities (except those 
of unusual value, Classes A and B ex¬ 
plosives, household goods as defined by 
the Commission, commodities in bulk, 
and commodities requiring special equip¬ 
ment) , between Catawba, Wis. and Phil¬ 
lips, Wis.; from junction U.S. Highway 
8 and Wisconsin Highway 111 near 
Catawba, over Wisconsin Highway 111 
to junction Wisconsin Highway 111 and 
Wisconsin Highway 13 near Phillips, 
Wis., and return over the same route, 


serving no intermediate points, as an 
alternate route for operating conven¬ 
ience only, in connection with applicant’s 
presently authorized regular-route oper¬ 
ations. 

No. MC 123446 (Sub No. 10), filed 
March 16, 1961. Applicant: BAKERY 
PRODUCTS DELIVERY, INC., 404 West 
Putnam Avenue, Greenwich, Conn. Ap¬ 
plicant’s attorney: Reubin Kaminsky, 
Suite 223, 410 Asylum Street, Hartford 
3, Conn. Authority sought to operate 
as a common carrier, by motor vehicle, 
over irregular routes, transporting; (1) 
Bakery products, fresh, except frozen 
and unleavened bakery products, from 
Port Chester, N.Y., to Framingham, 
Mass.; and (2) empty containers or 
other such incidental facilities (not spec¬ 
ified) used in transporting bakery prod¬ 
ucts, and stale, damaged, refused, and 
nonsalable shipments of the above-de¬ 
scribed commodities, from Framingham, 
Mass., to Port Chester, N.Y. 

MOTOR CARRIER OF PASSENGERS 

No. MC 26451 (Sub No. 13), filed 
March 27, 1961. Applicant: INTER¬ 
MOUNTAIN TRANSPORTATION COM¬ 
PANY, a Corporation, 7-9 Main Street, 
Anaconda, Mont. Authority sought to 
operate as a common carrier, by motor 
vehicle, over regular routes, transport¬ 
ing: Passengers and their baggage, and 
express, mail and newspapers in the 
same vehicle with passengers, between 
Shelby, Mont, and Cutback, Mont.; 
from Shelby over U.S. Highway 2 to 
Cutback, and return over the same 
route, serving all intermediate points. 

Notice of Filing of Petition 

No. MC 108859. Petitioner: CLAIR- 
MONT TRANSFER CO., a Corporation, 
Escanaba, Mich. Formerly No. MC 
2377. LENCY JOSEPH CLAIRMONT, 
doing business as LENCY CLAIRMONT 
TRANSFER, Escanaba, Mich. Peti¬ 
tioner’s attorney: Glenn W. Stephens, 
121 West Doty Street, Madison 3, Wis. 
In Clairmont Common Carrier Applica¬ 
tion, 7 M.C.C. 76, decided May 4, 1938, 
the application was granted in part. A 
certificate was issued on August 16, 1938, 
authorizing applicant to transport com¬ 
modities generally, except liquids in bulk, 
livestock, explosives, inflammables, and 
articles of unusual value or size, be¬ 
tween Chicago, Ill., and Isabella, Mich., 
over specified regular routes, serving all 
intermediate points in Michigan and 
Milwaukee and Green Bay, Wis. Peti¬ 
tioner contends that it construed its 
commodity description to exclude in¬ 
flammables in bulk but not so as to ex¬ 
clude inflammables in containers, and 
that it transported such commodities. 
Under date of November 21, 1960, appli¬ 
cant filed (1) Petition of applicant, 
dated November 19, 1960, for waiver of 
Rule 1.101(e) of the General Rules of 
Practice, and for acceptance of late- 
tendered petition for filing; and (2) 
Late-tendered petition of applicant, 
dated November 19, 1960, for reopening 
and reconsideration of the “grandfather” 
proceeding of predecessor in interest in 
No. MC-2377, and for modification of 
certificate, or, in the alternative, for 
oral hearing. An Order of the Commis¬ 
sion dated February 13, 1961, provides 


that Rule 1.101(e) of the General Rules 
of Practice be waived and that the peti¬ 
tion in (2) above be assigned for hear¬ 
ing and that notice of this action be 
published in the Federal Register. 

HEARING: June 5, 1961, at the Wis¬ 
consin Public Service Commission, Madi¬ 
son, Wis., before Joint Board No. 162, 
or, if the Joint Board waives its right 
to participate, before Examiner Maurice 
S. Bush. 

Applications for Certificates or Per- 
mits Which Are To Be Processed 
Concurrently With Applications 
Under Section 5 Governed by Special 
Rule 1.240 to the Extent Applicable 

No. MC 123555, filed April 4, 1961. 
Applicant: PENN STAGES, INC., 12th 
and Cumberland Streets, Allentown, Pa. 
Applicant’s attorney: Wilmer A. Hill, 
Transportation Building, Washington 6, 
D.C. Authority sought to operate as a 
common carrier, by motor vehicle, over 
regular routes, transporting: Passengers, 
and express, mail, and newspapers, and 
baggage of passengers in the same ve¬ 
hicle with passengers, between Allen¬ 
town, Pa., and Philadelphia, Pa.; (1) 
from Philadelphia over U.S. Highway 309 
to Center Valley, Pa., thence over Penn¬ 
sylvania Highway 12 to Bethlehem, Pa., 
thence over city streets to Allentown, 
and return over the same route; (also 
from Allentown over unnumbered high¬ 
way to Lanark, Pa., thence over U.S. 
Highway 309 to junction Pennsylvania 
Highway 12, and return over the same 
route; also over Pennsylvania Highway 
152 from U.S. Highway 309 to unnum¬ 
bered highway at Edge Hill, Pa., thence 
over unnumbered highway to Fort Wash¬ 
ington, Pa., thence over unnumbered 
highway to U.S. Highway 309, north of 
Spring House. Pa., and return over the 
same route; also from junction Peiui- 
sylvania Highway 152 south of Glenside, 
Pa., over unnumbered highway to Glen¬ 
side, Pa., thence over unnumbered high¬ 
way to junction Pennsylvania Highway 
152 at Edge Hill, Pa., and return over tne 
same route); serving all intermedia 
points, including the principle points °> 
Bethlehem, Coopersburg, 

Sellersville, and Ambler; and (2) 
Philadelphia over Pennsylvania tugn 
way 43 to Valley Forge Interchange oi I 
Pennsylvania Turnpike, thence 
Pennsylvania Turnpike to A 14 ?? 4 ?*” 1 ,, 
terchange, thence over y 145 | 

to junction Pennsylvania Highway »■ I 
thence over Pennsylvania Highway 1 I 
to Allentown, and return over th 
route; (also from Quakeitown lnK^ 
change of Pennsylvania ™np A® o 
Pennsylvania Highway 663 to jun 4 
U.S. Highway 309, Quakerism, Pa.yi 
return over the same route, 

Lansdale Interchange of . 63 

Turnpike over Pennsylvania Highway 
to junction U.S. Highway 309, an^ 

turn over the same rout , N()rth . 
junction Pennsylvania ^n- 

east Extension over Pennsylva » 
pike to Fort Washington In4erch rv . 

' and return over the same route), 
ing all intermediate points. 

i+ is owned 

Note: Applicant states ** rlseSl Inc. 
American Transportation_ Enterp 
Common control may be Involve 
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Applications Under Sections 5 and 
210a(b) 

■ The following applications are gov- 
I erned by the Interstate Commerce Com- 
I mission’s special rules governing notice 
I of filing of applications by motor carrier 
of property or passengers under sections 
15(a) and 210a (b) of the Interstate Com¬ 
merce Act and certain other proceedings 
I with respect thereto. (49 CFR 1.240.) 

MOTOR CARRIERS OF PROPERTY 

No. MC-F 7826 (UNITED SHIP- 
I PING CO.—CONTROL—ADVANCE EX- 
I PRESS, INC.), published in the April 5, 
1961 issue of the Federal Register on 
page 2841. Supplement filed March 31, 
1961, to show joinder of FRED B. 

I WINES, 2601 Broadway Road, Minneap¬ 
olis 13, Minn., as person in control of 
1 UNITED SHIPPING CO. 

No. MC-F 7831. Authority sought for 
purchase by MOTOR FREIGHT EX¬ 
PRESS, 540-550 East King Street, York, 
Pa., of the operating rights and property 
of DAILY MOTOR EXPRESS, INC., 
Penn and Pitt Streets, Carlisle, Pa., and 
for acquisition by THE BALTIMORE 
TRANSFER COMPANY, Monument and 
Dean Street, Baltimore 5, Md., MER¬ 
CHANTS TERMINAL CORPORATION, 
501 North Kresson Street, Baltimore 24, 
Md., HOFFBERGER BROTHERS 
FUND, INC., 215 North Calvert Street, 
Baltimore 2, Md., SAMUEL H. HOFF¬ 
BERGER, 215 North Calvert Street, Bal¬ 
timore 2, Md., and JACOB H. HOFF¬ 
BERGER, 501 North Kresson Street, 
Baltimore 24, Md., of control of such 
rights and property through the pur¬ 
chase. Applicants’ attorney: Robert H. 
Griswold, McNees, Wallace & Nurick, 
Commerce Building, Harrisburg, Pa. 
Operating rights sought to be trans¬ 
ferred: General commodities, excepting, 
among others, household goods, and 
commodities in bulk, as a common ear¬ 
ner over regular routes between Harris- 
Durg, p & M an( j Newville, Pa., between 
Carlisle, Pa., and Mt. Holly Springs, Pa., 
ervmg all intermediate points, general 

rnmodities, with the above exceptions, 

Jugular routes between Carlisle 
nmnt C ^ r i? le Sprin & s » p a., and certain 
vnS d ^ enns y ly ania, including Bigler- 
nnl ’if a '^ between Ba ^imore, Md., on the 

Ci]mha? d ’^ and ’ on the other > points in 
Cumberland, Adams, and York Counties, 

roi ;L a if 0 ’ f erving certain specified off- 
tion ln Penns ylvania in connec- 

HarrkhL Carri f r ’ s auth orized service at 
service hp^ restnct ? d against single-line 
scribed points in the aforede- 

on the ° n the one hand > a nd, 

is antL the J*’ Balt imore, Md. Vendee 
MrriJr inr)^ t0 operate as a common 
sey. New vffn 6, Mar y*and, New Jer- 
and the Penns y lvani a, Virginia, 

^nhalbee^^ Columbia - Applica- 
il y under section' 2 l°olt™ P °™ ry &Uth0r " 

Purchase"bv attot Authorit y sought for 
TlON mo a, ? LAIR TRANSPORTA- 

uhester n h 1 M . cGregor Street, Man¬ 
dating i?’;. of * Portion of the 
TRANSportatt^t WELLS MOTOR 
C °urt Derrv J? 11 ’ INC - 2 Central 
by HENRY y, T N T^^Tr? d for ac Quisition 
Street Maneh’o PAR ISEAU, 51 Mercier 

' Manc hcster, N.H., and ALFRED 


L. SICOTTE, Plummer Road, Bedford, 
N.H., of control of such rights through 
the purchase. Applicants’ attorney: 
Kenneth B. Williams, 111 State Street, 
Boston 9, Mass. Operating rights 
sought to be transferred: General com¬ 
modities, excepting, among others, 
household goods and commodities in 
bulk, as a common carrier over regular 
routes between Manchester, N.H., and 
Pittsfield, N.H., serving all intermediate 
points and off-route points within 15 
miles of Pittsfield. Vendee is authorized 
to operate as a common carrier in New 
Hampshire, Massachusetts, New York, 
New Jersey, Maine, Vermont, Rhode 
Island, and Connecticut. Application 
has been filed for temporary authority 
under section 210a(b). 

No. MC-F 7833. Authority sought for 
merger by CONSOLIDATED FREIGHT- 
WAYS CORPORATION OF DELA¬ 
WARE, 175 Linfield Drive, Menlo Park, 
Calif., of the operating rights and prop¬ 
erty of NEW YORK CONSOLIDATED 
FREIGHTWAYS CORPORATION, 175 
Linfield Drive, Menlo Park, Calif., and 
for acquisition by CONSOLIDATED 
FREIGHTWAYS, INC., 175 Linfield 
Drive, Menlo Park, Calif., of control of 
such rights and property through the 
transaction. Applicants’ attorney and 
representative respectively: J. G. Dail, 
Jr., Turney, Major, Markham & Sherfy, 
2001 Massachusetts Avenue NW., Wash¬ 
ington 6, D.C., and E. T. Liipfert, Vice 
Pres. & Gen. Counsel, Consolidated 
Freightways, Inc., 175 Linfield Drive, 
Menlo Park, Calif. Operating rights 
sought to be merged: General com¬ 
modities, excepting, among others, 
household goods and commodities in 
bulk, as a common carrier over regular 
routes between Boston, Mass., and 
Chicago, Ill., serving certain inter¬ 
mediate and off-route points, between 
Boston, Mass., and Springfield, Mass., 
serving the intermediate point of Wal¬ 
tham, Mass., between Albany, N.Y., and 
Batavia and Buffalo, N.Y., serving cer¬ 
tain intermediate and off-route points, 
between Schenectady, N.Y., and West- 
field, N.Y., serving certain intermediate 
and off-route points, between Buffalo, 
N.Y., and Olean, N.Y., serving no inter¬ 
mediate points, between Buffalo, N.Y., 
and Rochester, N.Y., serving certain 
intermediate points, between Niagara 
Falls, N.Y., and Youngstown, N.Y., serv¬ 
ing no intermediate points, between 
Rochester, N.Y., and Oswego, N.Y., serv¬ 
ing no intermediate points, between 
Oswego, N.Y., and Newburgh and New 
York, N.Y., serving all intermediate 
points within the New York Commercial 
Zone, as defined in New York, N.Y., Com¬ 
mercial Zone, 1 M.C.C. 665, all inter¬ 
mediate points in New Jersey within 25 
miles of New York, N.Y., all intermediate 
points between Oswego and Syracuse, 
N.Y., the intermediate points of Cort¬ 
land, Binghampton, Monticello, and Port 
Jervis, N.Y., and the off-route points 
located within the New York, N.Y., Com¬ 
mercial Zone, those in New Jersey within 
25 miles of New York, N.Y., and those in 
Nassau and Suffolk Counties, N.Y., 
between Monticello, N.Y., and New York, 
N.Y., serving no intermediate points, 
between New York, N.Y., and Glens Falls, 


N.Y., serving certain intermediate points, 
between Boston, Mass., and Peekskill, 
N.Y., serving certain intermediate and 
off-route points, between Boston, Mass., 
and St. Louis, Mo., serving intermediate 
points within ten miles of Pittsburgh, 
Pa., and intermediate points in Massa¬ 
chusetts, Rhode Island, Connecticut, New 
York, New Jersey, Pennsylvania, Ohio, 
Indiana, and Illinois, certain off-route 
points in Massachusetts, Rhode Island, 
Pennsylvania, and intermediate and off- 
route points in the Cincinnati, Ohio, 
Commercial Zone as defined by the Com¬ 
mission, between Jersey City, N.J., and 
Philadelphia, Pa., serving the inter¬ 
mediate point of Trenton, N.J., and 
intermediate and off-route points in the 
Philadelphia, Pa., Commercial Zone, as 
defined by the Commission, between 
Philadelphia, Pa., and St. Louis, Mo., 
serving certain intermediate points in 
Pennsylvania, Delaware, Maryland, West 
Virginia, Ohio, and Indiana, and certain 
off-route points in Pennsylvania, New 
Jersey, Delaware, Ohio, Indiana, and 
Illinois, between Philadelphia, Pa., and 
Harrisburg, Pa., serving no intermediate 
points, between Philadelphia, Pa., and 
Chicago, Ill., serving certain intermediate 
and off-route points, between Fort 
Wayne, Ind., and Elkhart, Ind., serving 
no intermediate points, between Pitts¬ 
burgh, Pa., and Washington, Pa., serv¬ 
ing no intermediate points, between 
Mercer, Pa., and Erie, Pa., serving no 
intermediate points, between New Castle, 
Pa., and Cleveland, Ohio, serving cer¬ 
tain intermediate and off-route points, 
between Canton, Ohio, and Cleveland, 
Ohio, serving the intermediate point of 
Akron, Ohio, between Baltimore, Md., 
and Binghampton, N.Y., serving certain 
intermediate points in Pennsylvania, 
between Harrisburg, Pa., and Rochester, 
N.Y., serving certain intermediate points 
in Pennsylvania, between Indianapolis, 
Ind., and junction U.S. Highways 41 and 
6 south of Hammond, Ind., serving the 
intermediate point of Lafayette, Ind., 
between Youngstown, Ohio, and Chicago, 
Ill., serving certain intermediate points 
in Indiana, between Cincinnati, Ohio, 
and Springfield, Ill., serving the inter¬ 
mediate point of Decatur, Ill., between 
Indianapolis, Ind., and Peoria, Ill., serv¬ 
ing no intermediate points, between 
Louisville, Ky., and Seymour, Ind., serv¬ 
ing no intermediate points, between 
Louisville, Ky., and Shoals, Ind., serving 
no intermediate points, between Evans¬ 
ville, Ind., and Vincennes, Ind., serving 
no intermediate points, between 
Cincinnati, Ohio, and Cleveland, Ohio, 
serving certain intermediate points, 
between Cincinnati, Ohio, and Toledo, 
Ohio, serving certain intermediate 
points, between Cincinnati, Ohio, and 
Dayton, Ohio, serving certain inter¬ 
mediate points, between Syracuse, N.Y., 
and Auburn, N.Y., serving no inter¬ 
mediate points, between Cleveland, Ohio, 
and Norwalk, Ohio, serving no inter¬ 
mediate points, between Chicago, Ill., 
and St. Louis, Mo., serving no inter¬ 
mediate points, between New Haven, 
Conn., and Springfield, Mass., serving 
the intermediate point of Hartford, 
Conn., general commodities, excepting, 
among others, household goods, but not 
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excepting commodities in bulk, between 
Chicago, Ill., and junction U.S. Highways 
41 and 6 and Indiana Highway 152, 
serving all intermediate points on the 
Calumet-Tri-State Expressway; pack¬ 
ing-house products and supplies , and 
dairy products , over irregular routes 
from Chicago, Ill., to Erie, Pa., and 
Buffalo and Niagara Falls, N.Y., Fresh 
and frozen fish, from Erie, Pa., to 
Chicago, Ill.; general commodities , with 
the above exceptions between points in 
Rhode Island. Service is authorized over 
several alternate routes for operating 
convenience only, including certain 
intermediate and off-route points in 
connection with carrier’s regular route 
operations. CONSOLIDATED 
FREIGHTW AY S CORPORATION OF 
DELAWARE is authorized to operate as 
a common carrier in Alabama, Alaska, 
Arizona, California, Colorado, Delaware, 
Hawaii, Idaho, Illinois, Indiana, Iowa, 
Kentucky, Louisiana, Maryland, Michi¬ 
gan, Minnesota, Missouri, Montana, 
Nebraska, Nevada, New Jersey, New 
Mexico, New York, North Dakota, Ohio, 
Oregon, Pennsylvania, South Dakota, 
Utah, Washington, West Virginia, Wis¬ 
consin, Wyoming, and the District of 
Columbia. Application has not been 
filed for temporary authority under 
section 210a(b). 

No. MC-F 7834. Authority sought for 
purchase by PIC-WALSH FREIGHT 
CO., 731 Campbell Avenue, St. Louis, 
Mo., of the operating rights and certain 
property of HENRY SAMPLE, JR., 
RAYMOND SAMPLE, JAMES MCCUL¬ 
LOUGH, and JAMES T. NICHOLS, part¬ 
ners, doing business as SAMPLE TRUCK 
LINE, Box 355, Crossover Drive, Tupelo, 
Miss., and for acquisition by JULIUS 
BLUMOFF, 731 Campbell Avenue, St. 
Louis, Mo., of control of such rights and 
property through the purchase. Appli¬ 
cants’ attorneys: John Paul Jones, 189 
Jefferson Avenue, Memphis 3, Tenn., and 
Guy Mitchell, Jr., Mitchell and McNutt, 
Tupelo, Miss. Operating rights sought 
to be transferred: General commodities, 
excepting, among others, household 
goods and commodities in bulk, as a 
common carrier over regular routes be¬ 
tween Memphis, Tenn., and Fulton, Miss., 
serving all intermediate points except 
those between Memphis, Tenn., and New 
Albany, Miss., and serving several off- 
route points in connection with carrier’s 
regular route operations; general com¬ 
modities, with exceptions as specified 
above, over irregular routes from Mem¬ 
phis, Tenn., to points in Mississippi; 
cheese and soap, in pool car distribution 
service, from Corinth and New Albany, 
Miss., to certain points in Mississippi and 
Tennessee; cheese, soap, packing house 
products, hardware, stoves, and stove 
pipe, from Tupelo, Miss., to Savannah, 
Tenn., and points in the above-men¬ 
tioned Tennessee and Mississippi terri¬ 
tory. Vendee is authorized to operate as 
a common carrier in Missouri, Ohio, 
Illinois, Tennessee, and Arkansas. Ap¬ 
plication has been filed for temporary 
authority under section 210a(b). 

Note: No. MC-45657 Sub 27 is a matter 
directly related. 


No. MC-F 7835. Authority sought for 
control and merger by RINGSBY 
TRUCK LINES, INC., 3201 Ringsby 
Court, Denver 5, Colo., of the operating 
rights and property of FORTIER 
TRANSPORTATION COMPANY, P.O. 
Box 431 (2559 South East Avenue), 
Fresno 8, Calif., and for acquisition by 
J. W. RINGSBY, 3201 Ringsby Court, 
Denver 5, Colo., of control of such rights 
and property through the transaction. 
Applicants’ attorneys: Edward M. Berol, 
Berol and Geernaert, 100 Bush Street, 
San Francisco 4, Calif., and Arthur H. 
Glanz, Glanz, Russell & Schureman, 639 
South Spring Street, Los Angeles 14, 
Calif. Operating rights sought to be 
controlled and merged: General com¬ 
modities, excepting, among others, 
household goods and commodities in 
bulk, as a common carrier over irregular 
routes, between Long Beach and Los An¬ 
geles Harbor, Calif., on the one hand, 
and, on the other, points in the Los An¬ 
geles Comercial Zone as defined by the 
Commission in LOS ANGELES, CALIF., 
COMMERCIAL ZONE, 3 M.C.C. 248; 
general commodities, excepting, among 
others, commodities in bulk other than 
wine and olive oil, but not excepting 
household goods, between points in Cali¬ 
fornia; cotton, from Bakersfield, Calif., 
and points within 75 miles of Bakers¬ 
field, to Los Angeles Harbor, Calif., wool, 
from points in Kern County, Calif., to 
Los Angeles Harbor, Stockton, San Fran¬ 
cisco, and Oakland, Calif., electric con¬ 
duit, farm machinery and equipment, 
and groceries, from Los Angeles Harbor, 
Calif., to Bakersfield, Calif., conduit, 
wire netting, steel and cooper wire, lum¬ 
ber, paper, steel pipe and tubing, seed, 
nuts, honey, clay products, peat moss, 
grain, rice, bran, fish meal, tapioca meal, 
flaxseed meal, sesame seed meal, perilla 
meal, copra meal, peanut meal, fertilizer, 
and oil in drums, from Los Angeles Har¬ 
bor and Long Beach, Calif., to Los An¬ 
geles and Vernon, California, clay prod¬ 
ucts, fertilizer, talc, honey and oil in 
drums, from Los Angeles and Vernon, 
Calif., to Los Angeles Harbor and Long 
Beach, Calif., fertilizer, from Los Angeles 
Harbor and Long Beach, Calif., to San 
Fernando, Whittier, Upland, Claremont, 
Glendora, Alta Loma, Rivera, Canoga 
Park, Covina, Pomona, and Pacoima, 
Calif., and points within five miles of 
each, machinery, from Alhambra, Calif., 
to Los Angeles Harbor and Long Beach, 
Calif., burlap bags, bagging, and bale 
ties, from Los Angeles Harbor, Calif., to 
Bakersfield, Calif., and points within 100 
miles of Bakersfield, Calif., paper and 
paper products, except newsprint, from 
Los Angeles Harbor, Calif., to Bakers¬ 
field, Calif., and points within 15 miles 
of Bakersfield, Calif., pipe and heavy 
machinery and equipment, between Los 
Angeles Harbor, Calif., on the one hand, 
and, on the other, Bakersfield, Calif., and 
points within 75 miles of Bakersfield, 
edible oils, crude and refined, and 
linseed oil, in bulk, in tank vehicles, 
between points in the Los Angeles, 
Calif., Commercial Zone on the 
one hand, and, on the other, points in 
the Los Angeles Harbor Commercial 
Zone, as such zones are defined by the 


Commission, and between points in the 
above zones, on the one hand, and, on the 
other, Buena Park and Norwalk, Calif. 
latex (liquid crude rubber), from points 
in the Los Angeles Harbor, Calif., com¬ 
mercial zone, to points in the Los An¬ 
geles, Calif., commercial zone; general 
commodities, with the same exceptions 
listed above, between Travis Air Force 
Base, Calif., on the one hand, and, on 
the other, points in California, restricted 
to shipments other than those moving 
from or to points on San Francisco Bay; 
operations under the Second Proviso of 
section 206(a) (1) of the Interstate Com¬ 
merce Act, in the State of California as 
more specifically described in Docket No. 
MC-108398 Sub-31. RINGSBY TRUCK 
LINES, INC., is authorized to operate as 
a common carrier in Arizona, California, 
Colorado, Illinois, Indiana, Iowa, Kansas, 
Missouri, Nebraska, Nevada, Utah, and 
Wyoming. Application has been filed 
for temporary authority under section 
210a(b). 

Note: An application may be filed at a 
later date as a matter directly related. 

No. MC-F 7836. Authority sought for 
control and merger by HELM’S EX¬ 
PRESS, INC., P.O. Box 268, Pittsburgh 
30, Pa., of the operating rights and prop¬ 
erty of THE ROYAL TRANSPORTA¬ 
TION COMPANY, P.O. Box 162, Bedford, 
Pa., and for acquisition by HARRY M. 
WERKSMAN, P.O. Box 268, Pittsburgh 
30, Pa., of control of such rights and 
property through the transaction. Ap¬ 
plicants’ attorneys: Samuel P. Delisi and 
Henry M. Wick, Jr., 1515 Park Building, 
Pittsburgh 22, Pa. Operating rights 
sought to be controlled and merged. 
General commodities, except Class A and 
B explosives (except small arms ammu¬ 
nition) , livestock, currency, bullion, 
articles of virtu, household goods, ana 
loose bulk commodities, uncrated, as a 
common carrier over regular routes be¬ 
tween Washington, D.C., and Cleveland, 
Ohio, serving certain intermediate ana 
off-route points; general commodities, 
excepting, among others, househo 
goods and commodities in bulk, betw 
Washington, D.C., and Richmond ^ n, 
serving the intermediate point of rre 
ricksburg, Va., and certain points in 
Maryland as off-route points m c °nn®c 
tion with carrier’s regular route op 
ations between Washington, . 

Cleveland, Ohio; general commodrtiesA 
with the above exceptions, over irregul 
routes between points ^ Washington 
D.C., Commercial Zone, as defined by tne 
Commission, between points 
Philadelphia, Pa., Commercial Zone, a 
between Washington, D ^ and Ba 

more. Md.. and Perth Amboy ^bury 
Park, and New Brunswick, N.J. Hau 
EXPRESS, INC., is authorized to opew^ 

as a common carrier in N e^ Yo ’ neC ti-! 
sylvania, West Virginia, Ohio, y 

cut, Massachusetts, and . Ne ^ m norary I 
Application has been flled for temp 
authority under section 210a '• for 

No. MC-F-7838. Authority sougn^ 
purchase by UNDERWOOD 
COMPANY, INC., P.O. Box 348 
nore, N.C., of a portion nVporTATION 
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fl nd for acquisition by GEORGE B. UN¬ 
DERWOOD and DORIS W. UNDER¬ 
WOOD both of Crossnore, N.C., of con¬ 
trol of such rights through the pur¬ 
chase. Applicants’ attorney: Paul M. 
Daniell, Watkins & Daniell, 214 Grant 
Bldg., Atlanta 3, Ga. Operating rights 
sought to be transferred: Salt and salt 
products, as a common carrier over ir¬ 
regular routes from the plant site of the 
Carey Salt Company, located near Winn- 
field, La., to points in Florida, Alabama, 
North Carolina, South Carolina, Geor¬ 
gia and Tennessee, from Avery Island, 
Jefferson Island and Weeks, La., to 
points in Alabama, Florida, Georgia, 
North Carolina, South Carolina, and 
Tennessee, ground pepper, in packages, 
in mixed shipments with salt and salt 
products, from Weeks, La., to points in 
Alabama, Florida, Georgia, North Caro¬ 
lina, South Carolina and Tennessee. 

I Vendee is authorized to operate as a 
common carrier in North Carolina, Ala- 
na, Delaware, Florida, Georgia, Illi- 
j nois, Indiana, Kentucky, Maryland, 
Massachusetts, Michigan, Minnesota, 
Missouri, New Jersey, New York, Ohio, 
Pennsylvania, South Carolina, Tennes¬ 
see, Virginia, West Virginia, Texas, 

| Louisiana, Oklahoma, Arizona, New 
I Mexico, Arkansas, Colorado, Mississippi, 

| Maine, Kansas, Nebraska, California, 
Connecticut, Iowa, Oregon, Rhode Is¬ 
land, Washington, Wisconsin, Wyoming, 
Idaho, and the District of Columbia. 
Application has not been filed for tem¬ 
porary authority under section 210a(b). 

No. MC-F 7839. Authority sought for 
purchase by E. BROOKE MATLACK, 

| INC., 33d and Arch Streets, Philadelphia 
i Pa., of the operating rights and prop¬ 
erty of HOMER HENNICK (KATH¬ 
ERINE G. BROWN, EXECUTRIX), do¬ 
ing business as HARLOW TRANSPOR¬ 
TATION COMPANY, 413-415 Lonoke 
Street, Dayton 3, Ohio, and for acqui- 
52 L t by DUVERNEY MATLACK, 
ffWIN L. MATLACK, E. BROOKE 
! TArS lACK ’ JR ’ and ROBERT W. MAT- 
WK, all of 33d and Arch Streets, Phil- 
ephia 4, Pa., of control of such rights 
through the purchase. Ap- 
™ ts 0 attorney: Robert H. Shertz, 
Janies & Shertz, Suite 601, 226 South 
Philadel Phia 2, Pa. Oper- 
Reinfnrn^} S sought to be transferred: 
forced concrete floor and roof slabs, 

rout,, C r ° mrn °n carrier over irregular 
Indkn« r °Tr Daytotl - ohi °. to points in 
ate a? a Vendee is authorized to oper- 

DelaBam C T mo ” carrier in Maryland, 
Jersev MoT, Pe ^ ns , ylvania ’ Virginia, New 
North CarT Y °o k ' Ohio > West Virginia, 
todiana Alah 3 ' South Carolina, Georgia, 
Minnesota a .^ ar ^ a ’ Missouri, Tennessee, 
8in . Kentnri^ 11 ^ 1 ^ 11 ’ IIlinois > Wiscon- 
c otinectteut ky iur Kans l s ’ New Ham P sh »re, 
land, Ver U n 1 t '^ a i S , achusett S- Rh °de Is- 
sippi, Louisiana iu?°- rida ’ Iowa - Mi ssis- 
of Columbia 'i Vtame - and the District 
ia Ohio^Kp,.'. ?, nd , as a contr act carrier, 
Musette N NL Y w k ’ Co ^ ne °ticut, Massa- 

Pei >nsyivania W ”!5 PShlre ’ New Jers ey. 

! aont. y Annn’ *? hode island, and Ver- 

fetiporana th^! 0 ^ has been filed for 
(b). y auth °nty under section 210a 


MOTOR CARRIER OF PASSENGERS 

No. MC-F 7837. Authority sought for 
control by AMERICAN TRANSPORTA¬ 
TION ENTERPRISES, INC., 14 East 75th 
St., New York 21, N.Y., of PENN 
STAGES, INC., 12th and Cumberland 
Sts., Allentown, Pa., upon the latter’s in¬ 
stitution of operations in interstate or 
foreign commerce as a common carrier 
by motor vehicle, for which application 
has been made, and for acquisition by 
MARC HAAS, C. ROBERT ALLEN, 
TERRY ALLEN KRAMER, BRUCE J. 
ALLEN, and HAROLD ALLEN as TRUS¬ 
TEE for HERBERT ANTHONY ALLEN, 
JR., AND SUSAN K. ALLEN, all of 30 
Broad Street, New York 4, N.Y., of con¬ 
trol of PENN STAGES, INC., through 
the acquisition by AMERICA TRANS¬ 
PORTATION ENTERPRISES, INC. Ap¬ 
plicant’s attorneys: Wilmer A. Hill, 
Ames, Hill & Ames, Transportation 
Building, Washington 6, D.C., and Lloyd 
S. Benjamin and Charles E. Thomas, 
Hull, Leiby & Metzger, 208 Walnut Street, 
Harrisburg, Pa. PENN STAGES, INC., 
has concurrently filed an application on 
Form BMC—78 (Docket No. MC-123555) 
for a certificate of public convenience 
and necessity for authority described 
elsewhere in the Federal Register. 
AMERICAN TRANSPORTATION EN¬ 
TERPRISES, INC., holds no authority 
from this Commission. However, it is 
affiliated with (1) THE CINCINNATI, 
NEWPORT AND COVINGTON TRANS¬ 
PORTATION COMPANY, 11th and 
Lowell Streets, Newport, Ky., and (2) 
DELAWARE BUS COMPANY, 1609 
Delaware Ave., Wilmington, Del., which 
are authorized to operate as common 
carriers in (1) Kentucky and Ohio, and 
(2) Delaware and Pennsylvania. Appli¬ 
cation has not been filed for temporary 
authority under section 210a(b). 

By the Commission. 

[seal] Harold McCoy, 

Secretary. 

[F.R. Doc. 61-3250; Filed, Apr. 11, 1961; 

8:48 a.m.J 


[Notice 3[ 

APPLICATIONS FOR “GRAND¬ 
FATHER” ALASKA CERTIFICATE 
OR PERMIT AND HAWAII FREIGHT 
FORWARDER PERMIT 

April 7,1961. 

Under sections 206(a)(4), 206(a)(5), 
209(a)(4), 209(a)(5), 309(a), 309(f), 
410(a)(2), and 410(a)(3) of the Inter¬ 
state Commerce Act, as amended July 
12, 1960: 

Section 1.243 of the Commission’s spe¬ 
cial rules of practice have been amended 
to cover “grandfather” applications filed 
under the July 12, 1960, amendments. 

Protests to the granting of an appli¬ 
cation must be filed with the Commission 
within 75 days of this publication in the 
Federal Register. A copy of the protest 
must be served on applicant’s representa¬ 
tive or on applicant if no practitioner 
represents him. The special rules pro¬ 


vide further that failure to file a timely 
protest will be construed as a waiver of 
opposition and participation in the 
proceeding. 

Freight Forwarder “Grandfather” Per¬ 
mit—Alaska or Hawaii 

No. FF-265 (CORRECTION), filed De¬ 
cember 22, 1960, published issue of 

March 8, 1961, republished as corrected 
this issue. Applicant: T. E. KOLLMAR, 
doing business as ALASKA CONSOLI¬ 
DATING & FORWARDING CO., 3200 
26th Avenue, SW., Seattle 6, Wash. Au¬ 
thority sought to continue to operate as 
a freight forwarder, under the applicable 
“grandfather” provisions of the Inter¬ 
state Commerce Act, to continue service 
in arranging for the transportation of: 
General commodities, (1) between 
Seattle, Wash., Portland, Oreg., San 
Francisco and Los Angeles, Calif., on 
the one hand, and, on the other, points 
in Alaska, and (2) between points in 
Alaska. 

Note: This republication clarifies the op¬ 
erations between Alaska and those States in 
the conterminous United States. 

By the Commission. 

[seal] Harold D. McCoy, 

Secretary . 

[F.R. Doc. 61-3249; Filed, Apr. 11, 1961; 

8:48 a.m.] 

[Notice 479] 

MOTOR CARRIER TRANSFER 
PROCEEDINGS 

April 7, 1961. 

Synopses of orders entered pursuant 
to section 212(b) of the Interstate Com¬ 
merce Act, and rules and regulations 
prescribed thereunder (49 CFR Part 
179), appear below: 

As provided in the Commission’s spe¬ 
cial rules of practice any interested 
person may file a petition seeking recon¬ 
sideration of the following numbered 
proceedings within 20 days from the date 
of publication of this notice. Pursuant 
to section 17(8) of the Interstate Com¬ 
merce Act, the filing of such a petition 
will postpone the effective date of the 
order in that proceeding pending its dis¬ 
position. The matters relied upon by 
petitioners must be specified in their pe¬ 
titions with particularity. 

No. MC-FC 64037. By order of April 
5, 1961, the Transfer Board approved 
the transfer to O’Jim Poole Truck Line, 

l nc. , Phenix City, Ala., of Certificate 
No. MC 116405, issued December 4, 1958, 
to J. C. Poole, Jr., doing business as O. 
Jim Poole, Eutaw, Ala., authorizing the 
transportation over irregular routes, of 
charcoal, from Sardis, Ala., to points 
in Illinois, Indiana, and Ohio, canned 
vegetables, from Rochelle and DeKalb, 
Ill., and Rockfield, Jackson, and Hum- 
bird, Wis., to points in 5 specified coun¬ 
ties in Alabama, and malt beverages, 
from St. Louis, Mo., Cincinnati, Ohio, 
Milwaukee, Wis., Belleville and Peoria, 
HI., and Evansville and Terre Haute, 

l nd. , to points in 21 specified counties 
in Alabama. Maurice F. Bishop, 327 
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Frank Nelson Building, Birmingham 3, 
Ala., attorney for applicants. 

[seal] Harold D. McCoy, 

Secretary. 

[F.R. Doc. 61-3251; Filed, Apr. 11, 1961; 
8:48 a.m.] 


[Notice 13] 

PITTSBURGH & WEST VIRGINIA 
RAILWAY CO. ET AL. 

Applications for Loan Guaranties 

April 5, 1961. 

Notice is hereby given of the filing of 
the following applications under part V 
of the Interstate Commerce Act: 

Finance Docket No. 21547, filed March 
30,1961, Pittsburgh & West Virginia Rail¬ 
way Company, P.O. Box 4440, Pittsburgh 
5, Pa., for guaranty by the Interstate 
Commerce Commission of a loan in an 
amount not exceeding $1,500,000. Ap¬ 
plicant’s representative: James A. Par¬ 
sons, Secretary and Treasurer, The 
Pittsburgh & West Virginia Railway 
Company, P.O. Box 4440, Pittsburgh 5, 
Pa. Loan is for purpose of reimbursing 
applicant’s treasury for expenditures 
made from its own funds after January 
1, 1957, for additions and betterments 
and other capital improvements. 

Finance Docket No. 21551, filed March 

30, 1961, by Monon Railroad, 608 South 
Dearborn Street, Chicago 5, Illinois, for 
guaranty by the Interstate Commerce 
Commission of a loan in an amount not 
exceeding $3,500,000. Applicant’s repre¬ 
sentative: John B. Goodrich, General 
Solicitor, Monon Railroad, 608 South 
Dearborn Street, Chicago 5, Illinois. 
Loan is for purpose of reimbursing ap¬ 
plicant’s treasury for expenditures made 
from its own funds after January 1, 1957 
for additions and betterments and other 
capital improvements. 

Finance Docket No. 21552, filed March 
30,1961, by Missouri-Kansas-Texas Rail¬ 
road Company, 420 Gimblin Road, St. 
Louis 15, Missouri, for guaranty by the 
Interstate Commerce Commission of a 
loan in an amount not exceeding $6,000,- 
000. Applicant’s representative: William 
A. Thie, General Counsel, Missouri- 
Kansas-Texas Railroad Company, Bar¬ 
rett Building, Denison, Texas. Loan is 
for purpose of reimbursing applicant’s 
treasury for expenditures made from its 
own funds after January 1, 1957, for ad¬ 
ditions and betterments and other capital 
improvements. 

Finance Docket No. 21555, filed March 

31, 1961, by The Central Railroad Com¬ 
pany of New Jersey, 143 Liberty Street, 
New York 6, New York, for guaranty by 
the Interstate Commerce Commission of 
a loan in an amount not exceeding 
$15,000,000. Applicant’s representative: 
Judson C. McLester, Jr., Vice President 
and General Counsel, The Central Rail¬ 
road Company of New Jersey, 143 Liberty 
Street, New York 6, New York. Loan is 
for purpose of reimbursing applicant’s 
treasury for expenditures of $10,000,000 
made from its own funds after January 
1, 1957 for additions and betterments, 
and other capital improvements, and 
$5,000,000 for financing the acquisition 


of approximately 500 covered hopper 
cars and approximately 725 box cars. 

By the Commission. 

[seal] Harold D. McCoy, 

Secretary. 

[F.R. Doc. 61-3261; Filed, Apr. 11, 1961; 
8:49 a.m.] 


FOURTH SECTION APPLICATION 
FOR RELIEF 

April 7, 1961. 

Protests to the granting of an appli¬ 
cation must be prepared in accordance 
with Rule 40 of the general rules of prac¬ 
tice (49 CFR 1.40) and filed within 15 
days from the date of publication of this 
notice in the Federal Register. 

Long-and-Short Haul 

FSA No. 37018: Barley from Oklahoma 
to Texas ports (for export). Filed by 
Southwestern Freight Bureau, Agent 
(No. B-7995), for interested rail carriers. 
Rates on barley, except barley wholly or 
partially prepared for human con¬ 
sumption, in carloads, from points in 
Oklahoma, to Beaumont, Galveston, 
Houston, Port Arthur and Texas City, 
Tex. 

Grounds for relief: Itinerant truck 
competition. 

Tariffs: The Atchison, Topeka and 
Santa Fe Railway Company’s tariff I.C.C. 
14908, and four other schedules named 
in the application. 

By the Commission. 

[seal] Harold D. McCoy, 

Secretary. 

[F.R. Doc. 61-3248; Filed, Apr. 11, 1961; 

8:48 a.m] 

SMALL BUSINESS ADMINISTRA¬ 
TION 

[Declaration of Disaster Area 314] 

IOWA 

Declaration of Disaster Area 

Whereas, it has been reported that 
during the month of March 1961, be¬ 
cause of the effects of certain disasters, 
damage resulted to residences and busi¬ 
ness property located in Black Hawk 
and Butler Counties in the State of 
Iowa; 

Whereas, the Small Business Adminis¬ 
tration has investigated and has received 
other reports of investigations of con¬ 
ditions in the areas affected; 

Whereas, after reading and evaluating 
reports of such conditions, I find that 
the conditions in such areas constitute 
a catastrophe within the purview of the 
Small Business Act: 

Now, therefore, as Administrator of the 
Small Business Administration, I hereby 
determine that: 

1. Applications for disaster loans 
under the provisions of section 7(b) of 
the Small Business Act may be received 
and considered by the Offices below in¬ 
dicated from persons or firms whose 
property, situated in the aforesaid Coun¬ 
ties and areas adjacent thereto, suffered 


damage or destruction resulting from 
flood and accompanying conditions oc¬ 
curring on or about March 25, 26 and 
27, 1961. 

Offices— 

Small Business Administration Regional 
Office, Bankers Building, Room 430, 105 
West Adams Street, Chicago, Ill. 

Small Business Administration Branch 
Office, Paramount Building, 507 West 
Grand Avenue, Des Moines, Iowa. 

2. Applications for disaster loans un¬ 
der the authority of this Declaration will 
not be accepted subsequent to September 
30, 1961. 

Dated: March 29,1961. 

John E. Horne, 
Administrator. 

[F.R. Doc. 61-3307; Filed, Apr. 11, 1961; 
8:52 a.m.] 


[Declaration of Disaster Area 315] 

ARKANSAS AND TEXAS 
Declaration of Disaster Area 

Whereas, it has been reported that 
during the month of March 1961, because 
of the effects of certain disasters, damage 
resulted to residences and business prop¬ 
erty located in Arkansas and Texas; 

Whereas, the Small Business Adminis¬ 
tration has investigated and has received 
other reports of investigations of condi¬ 
tions in the areas affected; 

Whereas, after reading and evaluating 
reports of such conditions, I find that the 
conditions in such areas constitute a 
catastrophe within the purview of the 
Small Business Act. 

Now, therefore, as Administrator oi 
the Small Business Administration, I 
hereby determine that: 

1. Applications for disaster loans un¬ 
der the provisions of section 7(b) of the 
Small Business Act may be received and 
considered by the Offices below indicated 
from persons or firms whose property, 
situated in Arkansas County, Arkansas, 
and areas adjacent thereto, suff ^ re 
damage or destruction 

tornado and accompanying conditions 

occurring on or about March 26, > 

and from persons or firms whose prop¬ 
erty, situated in Nacogdoches County, 
Texas, and areas adjacent thereto, 
fered damage or destruction resuming 
from tornado and accompanying 
tions occurring on or about Mai 
1961. 

° Small Business 

Office, Fidelity Building, 10° 

Street, Dallas 2, Tex. . ,. Branch 

Small Business Administration w5 
Office, Rector Building, Room_ 

West 3d Street, Little Rock, " K Branc h 

Small Business Administration » 
Office, 1424 Hadley Street, Housto 
Tex. 

2. Applications for dis^ ^on 

under the authority °f this ^f t0 cto- 
will not be accepted subsequent 
ber 31, 1961. 

Dated: April 3, 1961. 

John E. Horne. 

Administrator . 

[FR. Doc. 61-3308; Filed, Apr. 

1 8:52 a.m.] 








| Wednesday, April 12, 1961 

[Declaration of Disaster Area 316] 

GEORGIA 

Declaration of Disaster Area 

Whereas, it has been reported that 
during the month of March 1961, because 
I of the effects of certain disasters, damage 
resulted to residences and business prop¬ 
erty located in Dooly County in the State 
I of Georgia; 

, whereas, the Small Business Adminis¬ 
tration has investigated and has received 
other reports of investigations of condi¬ 
tions in the areas affected; 


FEDERAL REGISTER 

Whereas, after reading and evaluating 
reports of such conditions, I find that the 
conditions in such areas constitute a 
catastrophe within the purview of the 
Small Business Act. 

Now, therefore, as Administrator of 
the Small Business Administration, I 
hereby determine that: 

1. Applications for disaster loans 
under the provisions of section 7(b) of 
the Small Business Act may be received 
and considered by the Office below indi¬ 
cated from persons or firms whose prop¬ 
erty, situated in the aforesaid County 
and areas adjacent thereto, suffered 
damage or destruction resulting from 
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tornado and accompanying conditions 
occurring on or about March 31, 1961. 
Office— 

Small Business Administration Regional 
Office, 90 Fairlie Street NW., Atlanta 3, 
Ga. 

2. Applications for disaster loans 
under the authority of this Declaration 
will not be accepted subsequent to Octo¬ 
ber 31, 1961. 

Dated: April 3, 1961. 

John E. Horne, 
Administrator. 

[F.R. Doc. 61-3309; Filed, Apr. 11, 1961; 
8:52 a.m.] 
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Now Available 


CFR SUPPLEMENTS 

(As of January 1,1961) 

The following Supplements are now 
available: 


Title 27 (Revised)_$3.00 

Titles 30-31_ .60 

Title 32A_ .60 


Previously announced: 1960 Supplement 
to Title 3 ($0.50); Title 7, Parts 1-50 
($0.55); Parts 51-52 ($0.60); Parts 53- 
209 ($0.55); Parts 210-399 ($0.35); Parts 
900-959 ($1.75); Title 8 ($0.40); Title 9 
($0.40); Titles 10-13 ($0.75); Title 16 
($0.35); Title 17 ($1.00); Titles 22-23 
($0.50); Title 24 ($0.55); Title 25 ($0.50); 
Titles 28-29 ($1.75); Title 32, Parts 700- 
799 ($1.00); Parts 800-999 ($0.40); Parts 
1100 to end ($0.60); Title 33 ($1.75); 
Title 35 ($0.30); Title 36 ($0.30); Title 37 
($0.30); Title 38 ($1.25); Title 39 ($1.50); 
Titles 40-41 (Revised) ($1.50); Title 42 
($0.35); Title 43 ($1.00); Title 44 ($0.30); 
Title 45 ($0.40); Title 46, Parts 146-149 
($1.00); Parts 150 to end ($1 .00); Title 47, 
Parts 30 to end ($0.40); Title 49, Parts 
1-70 ($1.00); Parts 71-90 ($1.00); Parts 
91-164 ($0.50) 

Order from: Superintendent of Documents, 
Government Printing Office, Washington 
25, D.C. 
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